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ABSTRACT 
 
Prastyaningsih, Anies. 2017. Correlation between Studetns’ Mastery of Cohesive 
Devices and Writing Ability in Descriptive Text at Eleventh Grade of SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in Academic Year of 2016/2017. Thesis. English 
Education Department Study Program, Islamic Education and Teacher Training 
Faculty of The State Islamic Institute of Surakarta. 
 
Advisor : Zainal Arifin, S.Pd., M.Pd 
Keywords : Cohesion, Cohesive Device Mastery, Writing Skill, Descriptive 
text 
 
The objective of this study is to find out the correlation between students 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability at the eleventh grade students of 
SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar. The study used correlational method with 
quantitative approach. The population was all of the eleventh grade students of 
SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in academic year of 2016/2017.  
The sample of this study was two classes consisting 75 students. The 
sample was taken by using proportional random sampling. In collecting data, the 
research used tests; an objective test for cohesive device mastery and an essay test 
for writing ability in descriptive text. The techniques which were used for 
analyzing the data were simple regression, significant, and correlation.  
The result of analyzing data show that there is positive and significant 
correlation between students’ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability 
(rvalue= 0.934). The significance result of the test is 0.00, it means lower than 0.05. 
So, the correlation is significant. Meanwhile, the R (Coefficient Determiner) is 
0.871.  It means that 87.1% variance of writing is contributed by cohesive device 
and 12.9 % variance of writing is contributed by the other factors. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
 
A. Background of the Study   
Language is a means for communication. Learning a language is 
learning about spoken and written language. Written language is one of the 
ways to show something through writing. There 2 types the way to 
represent these skills are productive and receptive skill. There are speaking 
and writing for productive skill and there are listening and reading for 
receptive skill.  
Writing is an important skill for students in Learning Language, 
especially in Learning English Language to get mastery English ability in 
lesson. Writing Learning is not easy to learn for students. Students may 
have different level in writing exercise. It may from the grammatical 
texture in text or understanding about it, vocabulary and the coherent in 
every sentences which used by the students. So, the students have to able 
chose the word and then arrange it into in good sentence.  
Now, writing ability begins in Elementary School, Junior High 
School and Senior High School. In Senior High School, the students must 
have writing mastery on some genre texts such as descriptive text. In every 
text, the students showing their opinion about the topic that chose by them. 
Language feature, structure, coherent, grammatical and vocabulary are 
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important to pay attention in text. Sometimes, the students not be aware 
about it, it just about the words use when make a written. The writing 
lesson usually begins from the simple sentence and some devices that 
completely their written.  
According to Brown (2001:335) writing product are often the results 
of thinking, drafting and revising procedures that require specialized skills, 
skill that not every speaker develops naturally. The result of the 
composition nature of writing has produce written that focuses on the 
students showing the ideas, how to organize them coherently, how to use 
discourse markers and rhetorical conventions to put them cohesively in to 
written text, how to make a clearly meaning, how to use good grammatical 
and how to produce the final product of written. 
Writing skill is activity to arrange and produce written from correct 
language component. The components of writing are grammar, spelling, 
vocabulary, handwriting, punctuation, and genre. There are many genre 
text that learnt by the students in the school are recount, descriptive, 
report, narrative, hortatory exposition, procedure, etc.  
Descriptive text is one of the texts that describe something or 
someone. The context of this text is description of particular thing, animal, 
person, or others. Generic structure of this text begins from identification 
then description. Description can describe the characteristics, parts and 
qualities of the subject. The language feature used is Present Tense. In 
every parts of the object that describe must have coherence so that is to be 
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a good text. The texts are coherent if the reader understands the function of 
each of text and variation meaning.  
Moreover, to relate every sentences need a cohesive device. Halliday 
and Hasan explain that texture is provided by cohesive relation that exists 
between the sentences (1976:3). All texts have texture, and this is what 
distinguishes them from what is not a text. Cohesion can make coherent of 
the text. So that, the text easier to understand. 
Halliday and Hasan(1976:3) define cohesion as the grammatical and 
lexical relationship within a text or sentence. Grammatical cohesion 
includes are reference, substitution, ellipsis, and conjunction. Whereas, 
lexical cohesion includes two elements are reiteration and collocation. 
Cohesion concerns with a set of meaning relations that exist within the 
text. These relations are not such kind that link between component of a 
sentence and they differ from essential structure.  
In relation with the previous research that was researched by Intan 
Choerun Nisa in her thesis entitled: “Correlation Study between Student‟s 
creativity, Cohesive Devices Mastery, and Writing Skill (Correlation 
Study to the first Semester Students of English Education Department of 
Teacher Training and Education of Sebelas Maret University in the 
academic years of 2014/2015)”. The objectives of this study is to find the 
correlation between (1) creativity and writing skill; (2) cohesive devices 
mastery and writing skill; and (3) creativity and cohesive devices mastery 
simultaneously and writing skill. This study used Correlational method 
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with quantitative approach. The result of analyzing data show that (1) there 
is a positive correlation between creativity and writing skill (rx1y = 
0,80179); (2) there is a positive correlation between cohesive devices 
mastery and writing skill ( rx2y = 0,856); and (3) there is a positive 
correlation between creativity and cohesive devices mastery 
simultaneously and writing skill (R=0.88201). The findings imply that 
creativity and cohesive devices mastery have contribution to student‟s 
writing skill.  
The others previous study was researched by Josephine B. Alarcon 
and Katrina Ninfa S. Morales in their journal entitled: Grammatical 
Cohesion in Students‟ Argumentative Essay from Languages Department, 
Faculty of Engineering, University of Santo Tomas, Manila, Philippines, 
2011. That study analyzed quantitatively and qualitatively the cohesive 
devices used by undergraduate students in their argumentative essay. And 
the result is the cohesive devices are not significantly correlated with the 
quality of the students‟ essay. The resulting r using Pearson r is -0.054 
which is not significant at 0.05 level of significance. Based on the 
qualitative analysis, it was found out that certain cohesive types assisted 
the students in the argumentation process. For instance, the use of 
adversative conjunctions helped the student establish counterclaims. 
However, „but‟ is the most frequently used adversative conjunction by the 
students which may signify that their knowledge on the use of this kind of 
cohesive device is limited. There were instances where the students can 
use concessive like “yet or however” to establish stronger claims. Hence, 
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qualitative analysis supports the concept of form and function. In the 
students‟ argumentative essays, certain forms were chosen over the others 
for a specific purpose that supports the overall objective of an 
argumentative text.  
When the students write the text they must be aware with all of the 
components of writing, so that easy to develop their ideas to the text. And 
the important ones is using correct cohesive device in the text. For 
example is using conjunction in text. Using correct conjunction also 
influence for meaning the text. Must have carefully when use conjunction 
in sentences. So, students‟ mastery of using conjunction, reference, 
substitution, ellipsis and lexical cohesion is also important for the students. 
Not only know the meaning but knowing the correct using in sentences. 
Cohesive relation between sentences is presented by cohesive device. So 
that, using cohesive is realized as important aspect in writing and become 
one of the micro skills in writing (Brown, 2004:221).  
Based on the explanation above, the researcher assumed that 
students who have high understanding about cohesive device will be able 
to reach better in writing ability. Concerning with the background, the 
researcher interested in conducting a research about “Correlation 
between Students’ Mastery of Cohesive Devices and Writing Ability in 
Descriptive text at the Eleventh Grade of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 
Karanganyar in the Academic Year of 2016/2017”. 
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B. Identification of the Study  
Based on the background of the study above, the researcher finds 
some problems such as:  
1. What are the factors that influence writing skill? 
2. What is the function of cohesive device in writing? 
3. What is the descriptive text in writing? 
4. How to teach descriptive text in writing? 
5. Is there any positive correlation between students‟ mastery of cohesive 
device and writing ability in descriptive text? 
 
C. Limitation of the Study  
The researcher limits the problem on this thesis in to two variables 
namely students‟ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability in 
descriptive text. Because of that, the study only focuses on the correlation 
study between students‟ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability in 
descriptive text. Cohesive device is devices which create cohesion in 
sentences or phrases. Cohesion defined as grammatical cohesion and 
lexical cohesion. Grammatical cohesion includes reference, substitution, 
ellipsis, and conjunction. Lexical cohesion includes reiteration and 
collocation. Cohesion that learnt by the subject from Elementary School 
until eleventh Grade in Senior High School about reference, substitution, 
ellipsis, conjunction and reiteration (synonym and antonym). All of them 
has done learnt by the subject in formal school.  
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D. Research Problem  
The Research Problem of the research:  is there any positive and 
significant correlation between students‟ mastery of cohesive device and 
writing ability in descriptive text at eleventh grade students of SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the academic year of 2016/2017? 
 
E. Objective of the Study  
The Objective of the study of the research is to identify whether there is a 
positive and significant correlation between students‟ mastery of cohesive 
device and writing ability in descriptive text at eleventh grade students of 
SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the academic year of 2016/2017.  
 
F. Benefit of the Study 
The result researcher expects the result of the study will be useful for 
two major benefits. There are theoretical benefit and practical benefits. 
The research benefits are:  
1. Theoretical Benefit 
This research is expected to give references for the researchers that are 
related with this research. In the other hand, the other researcher can be 
improved this research if might have some mistakes to be better in the 
future research. 
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2. Practical Benefits 
a. For English Teacher  
This result of this research give information for the teacher about 
the important of understanding cohesive device in student‟s writing 
ability especially on descriptive text. So that, to consider it, the 
teacher will develop their ways of teaching in understanding the 
teaching material especially cohesive device to give more benefit 
for increase student‟s writing ability.  
b. For the students  
The result of this research gives the information for the students 
about the important of understanding cohesive device in writing 
ability especially on descriptive text. So, this is will make them to 
be aware of understanding cohesive device to increase their writing 
ability.  
c. For the researcher 
From this research, the researcher has deep understanding about 
cohesive device. So, that is can be shared for her students in future 
when the researcher to be an English teacher. And, to know that 
cohesion is one of important parts in writing.  
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G. Definition of the Key Term  
In order to avoid misunderstanding in define the meaning of some 
key theory dealing with this research, there are some key terms such as: 
1. Writing  
Writing is one of the productive skills. Writing is the process to make a 
written. According to Jeremy Harmer (2004:5), writing process has 
four main elements are planning, drafting, editing, and final project.  
2. Cohesive device   
Cohesive devices are useful English language conjunctions, 
transitional phrases, synonyms and pronouns that express ideas in a 
cohesive manner. Halliday and Hasan (1976:3) define cohesion as the 
grammatical and lexical relationship within a text or sentence. 
Grammatical cohesion includes are reference, substitution, ellipsis and 
conjunction, Lexical cohesion have two basic categories are reiteration 
and collocation.  
3. Descriptive text  
Descriptive text is one of the texts that describe something or someone. 
According to Oshima and Hogue (1991:50), descriptive writing 
appeals to the senses, so it tells how something looks, feels, smells, 
tastes, and sounds.  
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW ON RELATED LITERATURE  
 
A. Theoretical Description  
1. Writing  
a. Nature of Writing  
In English Learning, there are four skills that important to be 
mastered. It is divided into two types skill are productive skill and 
receptive skills. There are speaking and writing for productive skill 
and there are listening and reading for receptive skill. Learners 
usually learn to listen first, then speak, then read and the last they 
will write. 
There are many theories of writing are explained by many 
experts. According to Nunan (in Halimah‟s thesis: 2014), writing 
can be defined by a series of contrast. The first, writing is both a 
physical and a mental act. At the most basic level, writing is the 
physical act of commiting words or ideas to some medium. On the 
other hand, writing is the mental work of investing ideas, thinking 
about how to express them, and organizing them into statements 
and paragraphs that will be clear to a reader. The second, its 
purpose is both to express and impress. Writers typically serve two 
masters: themselves, and their own desires to express an idea or 
feeling, and readers also called the audience, who need to have 
11 
 
 
 
ideas expressed in certain ways. Writers must then choose the best 
form for their writing, depending on its purpose. The third, it is 
both a process and a product. The writer imagines, organizes, 
drafts, edits, reads, and rereads. This process of writing is often 
cyclical, and sometimes disorderly. Ultimately, what the audience 
sees, whether it is an instructor or a wider audience, is a product. 
Writing is how to produce a written product. The process 
involves a series of thinking activities in which the writers have to 
transform their ideas coherently and cohesively into written text. 
According to Elbow (in Brown 2001: 337), writing is a transaction 
with words whereby you free yourself from what you presently 
think, feel, and perceive. Writers are not only required to transmit a 
message but also to grow and cook a message. 
According to Brown (2001:335), writing is the nature of 
composing process of writing. He says that writing is a process 
which consists of thinking (collecting ideas), drafting (writing), 
and revising (redrafting), that requires specialized skills. Writing 
has specially related to grammar, vocabulary, issue of letter, word, 
and text formation that are manifested by handwriting, spelling, 
and layout and punctuation (Harmer, 2003:255). So, to write well, 
the writer must pay attention to the writing convention above.  
From the discussion above can be concluded that writing is a 
process of organizing ideas to make a well written, using the 
language skills. 
12 
 
 
 
b. Micro-skills of English Writing  
According to Brown (2004:221), there are twelve skills that 
must be mastered by the students to increase the writing skills. The 
micro skills for writing production are: 
1) Producing and using graphemes and orthographic patterns of 
English correctly including the script, and spelling and 
punctuation conventions 
2) Producing writing in a good management rate of speed to suit 
the purpose. 
3) Producing an acceptable core of words and using appropriate 
word order patterns. 
4) Using acceptable grammar systems (e.g., tense, agreement, and 
pluralization), pattern and rules. 
5) Expressing a particular meaning in many types of grammatical 
forms. 
6) Using cohesive devices in written discourse and making the text 
coherent, so that other people can follow the development of the 
ideas 
And the macro skills are:  
7) Using the rhetorical forms and conventions of written discourse. 
8) Appropriately accomplishing the communicative functions of 
written texts according to form and purposes. 
9) Conveying links and connection between events and 
communicate such relations as main idea, supporting idea, new 
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information, given information, generalization, and 
exemplification.  
10) Distinguishing or differentiating between literal and implied 
meanings when writing. 
11) Correctly delivering cultural in specific reference. 
12) Developing and using a battery of writing strategies, it also 
applies the stages of writing, such as accurately assessing the 
audience‟s interpretation, using prewriting devices, writing with 
fluency in the first draft, using paraphrases and synonym, 
soliciting peer and instructor feedback, and using feedback for 
revising and editing. 
c. Process of Writing  
Writing is process not only a product. According to Brown 
(2001:348) explains that process writing approaches consists of 
prewriting, drafting and revising stages. Prewriting stage 
encourages the generation of ideas, which can happen in numerous 
ways: reading (extensive) a passage, skimming and scanning 
passage, conducting some outside research, brainstorming, listing, 
clustering, discussing a topic or question, instructor-initiated 
questions and probes, and free-writing. Drafting and revising 
stages is the core of process writing. Then, drafting is viewed as an 
important and complex set of strategies, the master of which takes 
time, patience, and trained instruction.  
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The other concept about writing process comes from Harmer. 
He states that writing process is stages a writer goes through in 
order to produce something in its final written form (2004:4). That 
process has four main elements are planning, drafting, editing, and 
final revision. The process of writing is not linear but rather 
recursive. It means, that writers plan, draft, and edit but then often 
re-plan, re-draft, and re-edit.  
Based on the concepts above has same meaning. The process 
of writing begins with look for the topic or ideas for going to say in 
written and ends with revising to get the final product. The process 
in writing is important, but that is not the final product. The aim of 
the writing process itself is the final product. 
d. Good Writing 
According to Reid (in Choerun‟s thesis, 2014), writing has 
aspect that can decrease and increase the quality of writing product. 
And he declares that there are some criteria of good writing, those 
are:  
1) Content  
a) The paper is focused on a particular subject 
b) The purpose of the paper is clear to its reader 
c) The thesis is well supported 
2) Organization 
a) The introduction gets the reader‟s attention and prepares the 
reader for what is coming 
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b) The organization is easy to follow 
c) There is clear transition from one idea to the text 
d) Individual paragraphs are coherent  
e) The conclusion draws the paper to a close, summarizes main 
points, and reemphasize the paper‟s purpose  
3) Style 
a) Sentences reflect a variety of syntactic structures  
b) Vocabulary reflect a concern for the audience and purpose of 
the paper 
4) Correctness 
a) Mechanics are correct: accurate punctuation, capitalization, 
spelling, and grammar 
b) Words are used accurately and appropriately 
c) Sentences are complete and correct 
Based on the explanation above can be concluded that to 
increase the quality of writing, there some aspect that must have in 
the writing. Those are content, organization, style and correctness 
of the text. 
e. Writing Assessment 
Writing Assessment is not easy task. According to Brown 
(2001:218) states that handwriting ability, spelling, grammatically, 
paragraph construction, development of main idea, and many more 
are possible objectives and each objective can be assess through a 
variety of task. 
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1) Definition of Assessment  
Brown (2004:4)states that assessment is a popular and 
sometimes misunderstood term in current educational practice. 
In the other side, according to Richard and Schmidt (2010:6) 
explains that assessment is a test to measure how to much of a 
language learners have successfully learned with specific 
reference. The types of criterion referenced test are a particular 
course, textbook, and program of instruction. On the other 
side, according to Brown (2004:4) explained that assessment is 
ongoing process that encompasses a much wider domain, 
whereas tests are subset of assessment which measures person 
ability. From the definition above can be concluded that 
assessment is a test to measure the learners about the materials 
is successful or not. 
2) Designing Assessment Tasks of Writing  
There are three types of designing assessment tasks of 
writing based on Brown (2004:221), those are:  
a) Imitative Writing  
With the recent worldwide emphasis on teaching 
English at young ages, it is tempting to assume that every 
English Learner knows how to handwrite the Roman 
alphabet. Such is not the case. Many beginning-level 
English learners from young children to older adults, need 
basic training and assessment of imitative writing: the 
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rudiments of forming letters, words, and simple sentences. 
We examine this level of writing first.  
b) Intensive (controlled) Writing 
This next level of writing is what second language 
teacher training manuals have for decades called controlled 
writing. It may also be thought of as form-focused writing, 
grammar, vocabulary, or sentence formation, and not 
necessarily to convey meaning for authentic purpose. The 
traditional grammar/vocabulary test has plenty of display 
writing in it, since the response mode demonstrates only the 
test-taker ability to combine or use words correctly.   
c) Responsive and Extensive Writing  
Responsive and extensive writing will be regarded 
here as a continuum of possibilities ranging from lower-end 
tasks whose complexity exceeds those in the previous 
category of intensive writing, through more open-ended 
tasks such as writing short reports, essays, summaries, and 
responses, up to texts of several pages or more. 
In this research, intensive (controlled) writing is used by 
the researcher to examine the writing ability of the students as 
the subject of this research. In this writing, the students try to 
make the good structure in sentences. The students thought of 
grammar, vocabulary, or sentence formation. So, that is why the 
researcher chose the intensive (controlled) writing. 
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3) Scoring  
There are two types of scoring, which are holistic and 
analytic. Those are will be explained below:  
a) Holistic Scoring  
The elements of holistic scoring contain four 
dimensions that explained by O‟Malley and Pierce (in 
Halimah‟s thesis: 2014), they are:  
(1) Idea developments/organization: focuses on central 
idea with appropriate elaboration and conclusion.  
(2) Fluency/structure: appropriate verb tense used with a 
variety of grammatical and syntactic structures.  
(3) Word choice: uses varied and precise vocabulary 
appropriate for purpose.  
(4) Mechanics: absence of errors in spelling, capitalization, 
and punctuation.  
b) Analytic Scoring  
Analytic scoring provides useful feedback to students 
and diagnosis information to teachers about specific areas 
of performance that are satisfactory or unsatisfactory. The 
writer point value for each element is not same. That is 
based on the emphasis of the purpose and students‟ needs.  
According to Jacob in Brown (2004:246) advices the point 
value in analytic scoring, are below:  
19 
 
 
 
a) Organization  : 20 
b) Content   : 30  
c) Grammar   : 25  
d) Mechanics   : 5 
e) Vocabulary  : 20 
Total   : 100  
The explanation in each point above will be explained 
below:  
a) Organization  
The organization of the text is includes paragraph unity, 
coherence, and cohesion. That all about cohesion such as 
conjunction, reference, antonym, synonym etc must 
correct to gets the best score. And the important one is 
coherent. Coherent itself is coherent in each topic 
sentence in paragraph.  
b) Content  
Content itself is should include about the clarity, the 
relevance and adequacy to the text.  
c) Grammar  
Grammar itself is related to the tense used and the 
structure of the sentence.  
d) Mechanics  
Mechanic of the text includes punctuation and spelling.  
e) Vocabulary  
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Vocabulary includes the writer‟s diction in the text to 
success the meaning for the readers.  
The researcher chose the analytic scoring to analyze the 
students‟ writing ability.  There are some elements that will 
be measurement for the students to get good score in 
writing ability. Those are organization, content, grammar, 
mechanics, and vocabulary that used by the students. 
 
2. Cohesive Device  
a. The Nature of Cohesion   
There are some definitions about cohesion. Cohesion refers 
to the relations of meaning that exists within a text. The most 
important phenomenon of discourse is the fact that sentences or 
utterances are linked together. For this connectedness and texture 
used two concepts. First is cohesion, it is referring to the 
connections which have their manifestation in the discourse itself. 
Second is coherence, it is referring to the connections which can be 
made by the reader or listener based on knowledge outside the 
discourse. 
“In order to have coherence in writing, the sentences must 
hold together; that is, the movement from one sentence to 
the next (and in longer essays, from one paragraph to the 
next) must be logical and smooth“ (Oshima, Hogue, 1991: 
40). 
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Cohesion can be defined as the property that distinguishes a 
sequence of sentences that form a discourse from a random 
sequence of sentences. It is a series of lexical, grammatical and 
other relations which provide links between the various parts of a 
text.  
Halliday and Hasan (1976: 04) note that cohesion occurs 
where the interpretation of some elements in the discourse is 
dependent on that of another. They find five sources of cohesion 
that can be found in English: cohesion through reference, cohesion 
through substitution, cohesion through ellipsis, cohesion through 
conjunction, and cohesion through lexical items. 
From the explanation above, it can be concluded that 
cohesion is a relations between words, clauses and sentences of a 
text. That can be created by using links.   
b.  Cohesive device  
According to the Halliday and Hasan (1976:06) states that 
cohesion divided into grammatical cohesion and lexical cohesion. 
Each of these cohesion sources will be discussed briefly in the 
following section, those are:  
1) Reference  
a) The nature of Reference  
On the first discussed in types of cohesion by Halliday 
and Hasan (1976) is cohesion through reference. They state: 
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“Reference is the specific nature of the information that 
is signaled for retrieval…and the cohesion lies in the 
continuity of reference, whereby the same thing enters 
into the discourse a second time” (1976:31). 
And the other opinions comes from Sanders and Maat 
Pander (2006: 591) states that reference is two linguistic 
elements are related in what they refer to. In philosophy and 
semantics, Wales (1989:396) observes that reference is 
concerned with the relation between words and extra-
linguistic reality: what words stand for or refer to in the 
outside world or universe of discourse. So, the traditional 
semantic view of reference is one in which the relationship of 
reference is taken to hold between expression in different 
parts of a text (Brown and Yule, 1983:204).  
Halliday Matthiessen (1985: 623) gives example of 
reference:  
1) There was once a velveteen rabbit. 
2) He was fat and bunchy 
3) His coat was spotted brown and white 
4) And his ears were lined with pink sateen 
In the case above as the example of reference is pronoun. 
The velveteen rabbit is then presented as identifiable by 
means of the personal pronoun he and possessive determiner 
his. 
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b) Types of Reference  
To imagine the distributed the types of references, it 
seems appropriate to give Halliday and Hasan‟s (1976:33) 
diagram: 
 
REFERENCE 
SITUATIONAL    TEXTUAL 
 (exophoric)     (endophoric) 
 
to preceding        to following  
(text anaphora )         (text cataphora) 
Based on Halliday Matthiessen (1985: 624) states that 
reference divided into two sub-categories, are:  
(1) Exophoric reference (situtional),means that the identity 
presumed by the reference item is recoverable from the 
environment of the text.  
(2) Endophoric reference (Textual), means that the identity 
presumed by the reference item is recoverable from 
within the text itself – or, to be more precise, from the 
instantial system of meanings created as the text unfolds.  
See the example that showed about the differences 
between endophora and exophora in sentences below:  
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 I saw Rezky yesterday. He was falling from cycle  
“He” is endhoporic reference since it refers to something 
already mentioned in the text, it means “Rezky”. By contrast, 
see sentence below: 
 He was falling from cycle. 
If it appeared by itself, contains an exophoric 
reference, “she” refers to something that is not present in 
sorounding text. So, it is not enough information given within 
the text to independently determine to whom “he” refers to.  
Types of reference expression according to Halliday 
Matthissen (1985:626) are:   
(1) Personal Reference  
In personal reference, the category of person is used to 
refer. That is described the basic principle in the previous 
subsection, suggesting that non-interactant personal 
pronouns and possessive determiners have come to be 
used primarily in anaphoric reference. 
 
Table 2.1 The Types of Personal Reference 
 Head Pre-modifier   
Thing : 
pronoun  
Deictic : 
determiner  
 
Determinative  Possessive    
Singular 
Masculine  He/him His  His  
Feminine  She/her Hers Hers 
Neuter  It Its Its 
Plural  
 They/them theirs Their 
25 
 
 
 
 
Example:  
 Ray has moved to a new house.  
 He had built it last year.  
In the case above, “Ray” in first sentence is changed by 
“he” in the next sentence. “He” in the second sentence 
called personal pronoun. 
(2) Demonstrative Reference  
Demonstrative reference is essentially a form of verbal 
pointing. The items of demonstrative reference are 
this/that, these/those.  
 
Table 2.2  The Types of the Demonstrative Reference 
 Nominal group Adverbial 
group 
Head/thing  Pre-modifier/Deictic Head  
pronoun   Determiner adverb 
Specific  
Near  This/these This/these Here(now) 
 
Remote  That/those That/those There (then) 
Non-specific  
 It  The  
 
Example:  
 They broke a Chinese vase.   
 That was careless.  
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In the case above, “that” in second sentence refers to the 
total event, “breaking of the vase‟‟.  
Halliday and Hasan (1976:59) states that these 
demonstratives occur extensively with anaphoric 
function. In principle, they embody within themselves 
three systematic distinctions:   
 Between “near” (this, these) and “not near” (that, 
those), 
 Between “singular” (this, that) and “plural” (these, 
those),  
 Between modifier (this, etc., plus noun, e.g.: this is an 
oak).  
(3) Comparative Reference  
Comparative reference items function in nominal and 
adverbial groups and the comparison is made with 
reference either to general features of identity, similarity 
and difference or to particular features of quality and 
quantity.  
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Table 2.3 The Types of Comparative Reference 
 Nominal group 
 
Adverbi
al 
group 
Post-deictic Numerative  Epithet  Head  
adjective Adverb Adj; adv adverb  
General  
Identity Same, equal. 
Identical, etc. 
  Identical
ly, (just) 
as, etc.  
 
Similarity Similar, additional, 
etc. 
 Comparativ
e 
Adjective: 
such 
So, 
likeness, 
similarl
y, etc.  
 
Difference  Other, different, 
etc.  
  Otherwi
se, else, 
different
ly, etc. 
Particular 
 SubModifie
r : more, 
fewer, less, 
further, so, 
as, etc. 
Subhead: 
numeral 
Comparativ
e adjective: 
bigger, etc.  
SubModifie
r: more, 
less, sp, as, 
etc.  
Subhead : 
adjective 
Compar
ative 
adverb : 
better, 
etc.  
SubMod
ifier: 
more, 
less, so, 
as, etc.  
Subhead
: adverb  
 
Comparative reference is categorized into two groups 
including general comparison and particular comparison.  
1. General comparison  
General comparison is a “comparison that is simply in 
terms of likeness and unlikeness, without respect to 
any particular property: two things may be the same, 
similar or different … [and it] is expressed by a 
certain class of adjectives and adverbs” (Halliday and 
Hasan 1976:77).  
The kinds of general comparison:  
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 Identity: same, equal, identical, identically 
 Similarity: such, similar, so, similarly, likewise 
 Deference: other, different, else, differently, 
otherwise. 
2. Particular comparison  
Particular comparison that  is in respect of quantity or 
quality which is also expressed by means of adjectives 
or adverbs; not of a special class, but ordinary 
adjectives and adverbs in some comparative form.  
From the explanation above can be concluded that 
reference is two linguistic elements or words are related in 
what they refer to. And the kinds of references are personal 
reference, demonstrative reference and comparative 
reference. 
2) Substitution  
According to Halliday and Hasan (1976:88)define 
substitution as the replacement of one item by another. It is a 
relation between linguistic items, such as words or phrases, 
rather than a relation between meanings and this distinguishes it 
from reference.  
There are three types based on their inherent characteristic 
(Halliday and Hasan, 1976:90). The three types substitution 
forms in English are nominal substitution, verbal substitution, 
and clausal substitution. That is will be explain below:  
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a) Nominal Substitution  
Nominal substitution is explained by the using of word “one, 
ones, and same”. In nominal substitution the English 
substitute one/ones always functions as the head of a 
nominal group and can substitute only for an item which is 
itself the head of a nominal group.  
Example:  
Sony loves strawberry ice cream. He has one in everyday.  
b) Verbal Substitution 
The verbal substitution in English is do and it operates as the 
head of verbal group, in the place that is occupied by the 
lexical verb and its position is always final in the group 
(Hlliday and Hasan, 1976:112).  
Example:  
I don’t know the meaning of half those long words, and, 
what’s more, I don’t believe you do either!  
The verb “do” is a substitute for the previous verbal group 
“know the meaning of half those long words” and the 
presupposed item is in the same sentence. 
c) Clausal Substitution 
The third type of substitution is clausal substitution, a 
“further type of substitution in which what is presupposed is 
not an element within the clause but an entire clause. The 
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words used as substitutes are so and not” (Halliday and 
Hasan 1976:130). 
Example:  
Is there going to be an earthquake? –It says so. 
The word “so” substitutes for the whole clause “There is 
going to be an earthquake”.  
Has everyone gone home? –I hope not. 
The word “not” is a substitute for the clause “No one has 
gone home”.  
From the explanation above can be concluded that 
substitution is the substituted of word by using another words 
which have relation between the linguistic items (words or 
phrase) and the meaning of the word. Such as words “one”, 
“do”, “so” and ”not”.    
3) Ellipsis  
Ellipsis is one of the identical linguistic elements is omitted. 
Cohesion through ellipsis can be thought of as the omission of 
an item in which the form of substitution is replaced by nothing.  
Ellipsis isa relation within the text, where there is ellipsis in the 
structure, there is a presupposition that something is to be 
supplied or understood, and in the great majority of instances the 
presupposed item is present in the preceding text. 
There are three types of ellipsis, are:  
a) Nominal Ellipsis 
31 
 
 
 
Nominal ellipsis is ellipsis within the nominal group. In 
Example: 
All the children had an ice cream today. Eva chose banana. 
Artur had orange and Rega too.  
As shown in the example above, “ice cream” are omitted and 
replace by nothing.  
b) Verbal Ellipsis 
Verbal ellipsis is ellipsis within the verbal group.  
In example:  
Have you been swimming? –Yes I have. (Halliday and Hasan, 
1976:167). 
The progressive verb form „been swimming‟ in the answer 
„Yes, I have…‟ is omitted.  
c) Clausal Ellipsis 
According to Halliday and Hasan (1976:197), a clause in 
English, either in a monologue or dialogue, can be deleted if 
the clause is still communicative. Since a clause in English 
has two elements, the modal element and the propositional 
element, either of them can be omitted in clausal ellipsis. In 
example:  
Who was going to plant a row of poplars in the park? –The 
Duke was (1976:197). 
Shows the ellipsis of the propositional element “going to 
plant a row of poplars” is omitted in the answer.  
32 
 
 
 
From the explanation above can be concluded that Ellipsis is 
one of the identical linguistic elements is omitted which is 
replaced by nothing words. There are three types of Ellipsis are 
nominal ellipsis, verbal ellipsis and causal ellipsis. 
4) Conjunction  
According to the Halliday and Hasan (1976:226) states that 
conjunction elements are cohesive not in themselves but 
indirectly, by virtue of their specific meanings; they are not 
primarily devices for reaching out into the preceding (or 
following) text, but they express certain meanings which 
presuppose the presence of other components in the discourse.  
There are four types of conjunction. Those are additive, 
adversative, causal, and temporal. According to William 
(1983:38) summarize the categories of conjunction in bellow:  
 
Table 2.4 The Types of Conjunction 
Family Sub family Common complex 
 
 
 
ADDITIVE 
Additive “proper” And, also, furthermore, 
in addition, moreover  
Negative  Or, or less, alternatively 
Expository  That is, in other words, 
ie…. 
Exemplificatory For instance, for 
example  
Similar  Likewise, similarly, in 
the same way 
 
 
 
ADVERSATIVE 
Adversative 
“proper”  
Yet, though, but, 
however, nevertheless 
Avowal  In fact, actually, as a 
matter of fact 
Correction of Instead, rather, on the 
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meaning contrary 
Dismissal  In any/either case 
 
 
 
 
 
CAUSAL 
Causal general  So, then, hence, 
consequently 
Reversed causal  For, because 
Reason  For this reason, it 
follows 
Result  As a result, in 
consequence  
Purpose  For this purpose, to this 
end 
Conditional 
(reserved polarity)  
Otherwise, in other 
respect 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TEMPORAL 
Sequential  (At) first, to start with, 
next, finally, in 
conclusion 
Summarizing  To sum up, in short, 
briefly 
Past  Previously, before 
this/that, hitherto  
Present  At this point, here 
Future  From now, hence 
forward 
Durative  Meanwhile, I the 
meantime 
Interrupted  Soon, after a time  
Simultaneous  Just then, at the same 
time   
 
5) Lexical Cohesion 
Lexical cohesion is established through the structure the 
structure of the lexis or vocabulary (Halliday and Hassan, 1976: 
318). Lexical cohesion concludes reiteration and collocation. 
Reiteration simply means repetition of a lexical item, or the 
occurrence of synonyms of some kind in the context of 
reference. That is, where the two occurrences have the same 
reference. Reiteration manifest in three ways: Superordinate/ 
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Hyponym, Synonym or near Synonym. To give deep 
understanding about the lexical cohesion, there is diagram 
below: 
Lexical Cohesion 
 
 
Reiteration            Collocation  
 
Repetition      Complimentaries 
Superordinate/Hyponym     Converses  
Synonym or Near Synonym    Antony 
       Part/ whole 
       Part/part  
       Co-hyponyms 
       Links  
      (Osisanwo, 2005:34) 
 
Reiteration: This implies saying or doing something several 
times. As a lexical device for achieving cohesion, it manifests in 
three ways. Repetition, Superordinate/Hyponym and Synonyms 
or Near Synonyms. 
Repetition: I met some young ladies at the conference. The 
ladies were good looking. 
Superordinate/Hyponym: I bought plenty of fruits yesterday at 
the market. These fruits are oranges, pineapples and pawpaw. 
Synonym: I was served with a good meal yesterday at the party. 
The food was delicious. 
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Collocations: This is achieved through the association of lexical 
items that regularly occur. It also involves pairs of words drawn 
from the same order series. 
From the explanation above can be concluded that lexical 
cohesion consists of reiteration and collocation. Reiteration 
concludes are repetition, hyponym and synonym. Whereas, 
collocation concludes that antonym, co-hyponym and links. 
 
c. Cohesive in Writing 
Cohesion is usually thought of as one of the most crucial 
defining characteristics of the quality of writing and thus has been 
central in recent research. Witte and Faigley (in Zuhair Abdul‟s 
Article: 2013) asserted that the types of cohesive devices and their 
frequency commonly reflect the invention skills of the writers as 
well as the influence of the stylistic properties on the texts they 
write. 
The other opinion stated by Salkie (1995) that cohesive 
devices play the role of the glue that holds different parts of a text 
together. Increasing the cohesion of a text facilitates and improves 
text comprehension for many readers. This connectedness of ideas 
in the text will definitely create a cohesive whole text which 
facilitates the reader‟s comprehension, particularly low 
knowledge readers.  
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Though cohesive devices, such as lexical cohesion and 
repetition, are used, the text lacks coherent meaning. On the 
contrary, a text with no cohesive devices may be considered 
coherent. Meanwhile according to Brown (2004:221) state that 
one of the micro-skills of writing is cohesive device.  
From the explanation above can be conclude that to make a 
written, must have some aspect. Those are coherent of the text 
and some type cohesions. Cohesion in this case are conjunction, 
reference, substitution, ellipsis and lexical cohesion. 
3. Descriptive text  
According to Oshima and Hogue (2007:61) Descriptive writing 
appeals to the senses, so it tells how something looks, feels, smells, 
tastes, and/or sounds. A good description is a word picture; the reader 
can imagine the object, place, or person in his or her mind.  
A description usually follows a pattern of organization that we 
call spatial order. Spatial order is the arrangement of things in space. 
As you read the model paragraph, notice how the description moves 
from the bottom of the stairway to the top. Also notice how the 
description of the woman moves from far away to near. 
The topic sentence of a descriptive paragraph should name the 
topic. The controlling idea should give the overall impression of the 
place you are describing. In the model paragraph, the topic is the 
house that the writer lived in as a child. The controlling idea is that it 
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had a strange atmosphere. Each of the following sentences also states 
a topic and a controlling idea.  
 Based on the explanation above can be concluded that 
descriptive text is a text that imagine something such as people, place 
or something which have generic structure from identification then 
description of the idea in topic.  
 
B. Previous Related Study 
There are several researches done focusing on the correlation 
between students‟ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability . First is 
a research entitled: Correlation between students’ creativity, cohesive 
device mastery, and writing skill. This research is conducted by Intan 
Choerun Nisa from Sebelas Maret University (2014). The objective of the 
study is to find out the correlation between (1) creativity and writing skill; 
(2) cohesive device mastery and writing skill; and (3) creativity and 
cohesive devices mastery simultaneously and writing skill. The sample of 
this research was one class consisting 28 students. The sample was taken 
by using cluster random sampling. In collecting data, the researcher used 
tests: cohesive devices mastery test, creativity test, and writing test. The 
techniques which were used for analyzing the data were Simple and 
Multiple Linear Regression and Correlation. The results of the analyzing 
data show that (1) there is a positive correlation between creativity and 
writing skill (rx1y= 0,80179); (2) there is a positive correlation between 
cohesive devices mastery and writing skill (rx2y=0,856); (3) there is a 
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positive correlation between creativity and cohesive devices mastery 
simultaneously and writing skill (R= 0,88201). And the finding of this 
research is imply that creativity and cohesive devices have contribution to 
students‟ writing skill.  
The are some similarities between research above with my 
research, those are the method of the study is correlational method, the 
topic of this research about using of cohesive device in writing students‟ 
ability  and using the same clustering random sampling in take the sample 
of the subject. Meanwhile, there are also some differences between the 
research and this research. First, there are three variables in this research, 
whereas my research has two variables only. Those are cohesive device 
mastery and writing ability. Second, the technique analyzing the data using 
simple and multiple linear regression. But in my research only use simple 
linear regression. 
 Second, this research entitled: Grammatical Cohesion in Students’ 
Argumentative Essay. This article conducted by Josephine B. Alarcon and 
Katrina Ninfa S. Morales from Languages Department, Faculty of 
Engineering, University of Santo Tomas, Manila, Philippines, 2011. That 
study analyzed quantitatively and qualitatively the cohesive devices used 
by undergraduate students in their argumentative essay. And the result is 
the cohesive devices are not significantly correlated with the quality of the 
students‟ essay. The resulting r using Pearson r is -0.054 which is not 
significant at 05 level of significance. Based on the qualitative analysis, it 
was found out that certain cohesive types assisted the students in the 
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argumentation process. For instance, the use of adversative conjunctions 
helped the student establish counterclaims. However, „but‟ is the most 
frequently used adversative conjunction by the students which may signify 
that their knowledge on the use of this kind of cohesive device is limited. 
There were instances where the students can use concessive like “yet or 
however” to establish stronger claims. Hence, qualitative analysis supports 
the concept of form and function. In the students‟ argumentative essays, 
certain forms were chosen over the others for a specific purpose that 
supports the overall objective of an argumentative text. 
That article has same topic with this research is cohesion. But in 
that article only focus on grammatical cohesion only. Meanwhile in this 
research in cohesion that more widely, are lexical and grammatical 
cohesion. In the other side, that article also has different method in 
technique analyzing data. That article is quantitatively and qualitatively 
methods. But, in this search is used correlation method. 
 
C. Hypothesis  
Hypothesis is the temporary result towards the research problem 
(Darmawan, 2013: 120). It is temporary result because the result that given 
based only on relevant theory with the research. Whereas, the result of this 
research must has the real data.  
According to the theory above, there are two hypothesis namely 
alternative hypothesis and noel hypothesis. Those are:  
40 
 
 
 
Ha : There is a positive and significant correlation between 
students‟ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability  in 
descriptive text at eleventh grade students of SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar, it means that the high score in 
mastery of cohesive device can influence the writing ability. 
Ho : There is no positive and significant correlation between 
students‟ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability at 
eleventh grade students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Kranganyar, it 
means that the high score in mastery of cohesive device cannot 
influence the writing ability.  
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CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  
 
A. Research Method  
This research method that is used is correlation method. According 
to the Hollonen and Santrock (1999:20) states that correlation method is 
a method whose goal is to describe the relation between two or more 
event or characteristic. The researcher chooses this method because 
wants to know the important of the relation between two variables based 
on correlation coefficient.  
 In correlational study there are three possible results. They are a 
positive correlation, a negative correlation, and no correlation. The 
explanation of that possible result is below: 
1. Positive correlations 
Positive correlation is the condition when both variables improve at 
the same time. A correlational coefficient close to +1.00 indicates a 
strong positive correlation.  
2. Negative correlations 
Negative correlation indicates that as the amount of one variable 
improves the other decreases. A correlation coefficient close to -1.00 
indicates a strong negative correlation.  
3. No correlations 
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No correlation indicates no relationship between the two variables. A 
correlation coefficient is 0 indicates no correlation.  
 There are two variables in this research. They are one independent 
variable and one dependent variable: 
a. The independent variable (X) : students’ mastery of cohesive 
device  
b. The dependent variable (Y) :  writing ability in descriptive text 
 
The research design of the relationship of those variables can be 
shown as follows:  
 
 
 
Figure 3.1 The Relationship between Variable X and Y 
 
B. Research Setting and Time of the Research  
The study was carried out at the eleventh grade of SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the academic year of 2016/2017. SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar is located in Jl.Brigjen Slamet Riyadi 
Karanganyar. The Research was conducted in April - May 2017, which 
the table of activities can be seen in the Table 3.1 as follows:  
 
 
Cohesive Device 
Mastery (X) 
 
Writing Ability   
(Y)  
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Table 3.1 The Research Schedule in SMA Muhammadiyah 1 
Karanganyar 
No Activity Month 
March  April May June 
1.  Preparation  
a. Making Proposal  
    
b. Getting Permission     
2.  Action  
a. Research (Try Out) 
    
b. Reseacrh (Test)     
3.  Analyzing Data  
a. Making Report  
    
 
C. Population, Sampling, and Sample   
1. Population  
Population (in statistics) is any set of items, individuals, etc. 
That share some common and observable characteristics and from 
which a sample can be taken (Richards and Schmidt, 2010:443). 
Thus, one can speak of comparing test scores across a sample of a 
population of students. The other opinion come from Suharsimi 
(1998: 102) define that population as all the subjects on a research. 
In this research, the researcher takes all of the eleventh grade 
students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the academic 
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year of 2016/2017. There are twelve classes includes 6 IPA Class 
and 6 IPS Class. The total numbers of students are 530 students.  
2. Sampling  
Sampling is the technique to take sample of research. There 
are three types of technique sample, those are random sample, 
stratified sample, representative sample, prospective sample, and 
conveniences sample. In this research, the researcher is used 
proportionate cluster random sampling to take the sample. 
Proportional sampling is the technique that always combined with 
other technique that related to the heterogeneous population 
(Arikunto, 1998:129). 
There are two programs in eleventh grade students. Those are 
IPA (Science Program) and IPS (Social). The researcher took 
representative students from each program in population that the 
quantity is appropriated with the number of subject in each program. 
The researcher is used random sampling to take the sample of 
Science and Social Programs.  
The steps to take the data are follows:  
a. Making roll paper which contain the name of the Science and 
Social Programs. There are six roll papers for science and six for 
social.  
b. Put two roll papers of Science and two roll papers of social. 
c. Then, appear XI ICT and XI IPS 6.  
d. So the samples of the research are XI ICT and XI IPS 6.  
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3. Sample  
According to Richards and Schmidt (2010: 506) sample is any 
group of individuals that is selected to represent a population. In this 
research, the researcher took 2 classes as the sample of Test the 
instruments of Cohesive Device and Writing Ability is consists of 75 
students; XI ICT and XI IPS 6. 
 
D. The Technique of Collecting the Data  
1. The Instrument of Collecting the Data 
Technique collecting data is to determine the result of this 
research. According to Suharsimi (2010:193), evaluation device 
which is used to collecting the data have two types. Those are tests 
and non-test (questionnaires, interview, observation, rating scale, and 
documentation).  
In this research, the researcher using tests to collect the data.  
There are two types of tests, namely essay test and objective test. In 
this research, the researcher uses an objective test in the form of 
multiple choices with 4 options (a, b, c, d) to measure students’ 
mastery of cohesive device. There are 30 questions for cohesive 
device mastery. The scoring system for the test is that if the students 
answer the item correctly, they will be scored 1 whereas if the 
students answer them incorrectly, they will be scored 0. 
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And, using an essay test for measure writing ability students’ 
in descriptive text. In writing ability, the researcher gives some topics 
for the students to make a descriptive text.  And the students choose 
one of the topic, then make a descriptive text at least two paragraph. 
 
2. Validity and Reliability of Instrument 
Before the instruments are used, the researcher found the 
validity and reliability of the instruments.  
a. The Validity of Instruments 
Validity is an important key to effective research. In 
quantitative data validity might be improved through careful 
sampling, appropriate instrumentation and appropriate statistical 
treatments of the data. According to Creswell (2012:159), 
declares that validity is development of sound evidence to 
demonstrate that the test interpretation (of scores about the 
concept or construct that the test is assumed to measure) matches 
its proposed. There are three types of validity, those are construct 
validity, criterion-referenced validity, and content validity.  
There are two ways to validity in this research as follows: 
1) Cohesive Device Mastery 
The cohesive device instruments were being tried out to 
85 students of two classes (XI IPA 4 and XI IPS 4) which is 
not chosen as the sample of the research. The instruments of 
Cohesive Device Mastery can see in Appendix 1 in page 81. 
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To get the validity of students’ cohesive device mastery, the 
researcher using Corrected Item-Total Correlation by using 
SPSS 17 for windows. The steps of analyzing as follows:  
a) Open SPSS program in the computer. Then select the 
variable view to write the variable. Write the number of 
items in Name column. For decimal column, changes to 0 
for all items. And for result can be understand, can as 
follows: 
 
b) After having done the first step, open the data view. Put 
the data according to the variable.  
 
c) Open the variable view. To analyze validity instruments, 
select Analyze » Scale » Reliability Analysis.  Analyzed 
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is the main menu in SPSS that to be the center of 
analyzing SPSS data. Scale Analysis is a set of methods to 
analyze survey data in which responses to questions are 
combined to measure a variable. Reliability analysis is 
determined by obtaining the proportion of systematic 
variation in a scale, which can be done by determining the 
association between the scores obtained from different 
administration of each scale. Then, appeared the dialog 
box Reliability Analysis like follow as:  
 
d) Put the numbers items (1 until 40) into the items box. 
Then, select the Statistic until appear the dialog box like 
follow as:  
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e) In descriptive for, give the checklist symbol in column 
Scale if Item deleted. Then, select Continue. Select OK in 
the column before. After that, appeared output the validity 
of the variable. The table like follows as:  
 
 
The item of the test is considered as valid if the 
correlation coefficient (rxy) at least the same as the r table of 
product moment. The number of joining the try out is 85 
students, with the significant level α = 0.05 and the r table is 
0.213. The item of the test is considered as not valid if the 
correlation coefficient is lower than r table.  
Based on the result of items calculating by using SPSS 
17 for window, so that r item 0.033 is lower than r table N=85 
with significant α 5%= 0.213. So, r coefficient < r table (0.033< 
0.213) and items number are called invalid. For the other 
items can see in the Appendix 5 in page 95.  
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The result of the tryout of Cohesive Device indicates 
that 30 items are valid and 10 items are invalid. The invalid 
items are 1, 2, 3, 13, 14, 19, 20, 30, 33 and 36. 
 
2) Writing Ability  
To get the validity of students’ writing ability testis 
used content validity. Content validity is achieved by making 
professional judgements about the relevance and sampling of 
the contents of the test to a particular domain. Kerlinger (in 
Cohen, 2007: 163) states that particular domain in the test is 
concerned with coverage and representativeness rather than 
with patterns of response or scores. It is a matter of judgement 
rather than measurement. The expert in this research is Mr 
Dwi Cahyono, M.Pd., as English Writing Lecturer in English 
Education Department of IAIN Surakarta. And, the validity of 
the writing instruments can see in Appendix 6 in page 97.   
 
b. The Reliability of the Instrument 
Reliability means that scores from an instrument are stable 
and consistent. Scores should be nearly the same when the 
researcher administers the instrument multiple times at different 
times. Also, scores need to be consistent.  
1) Cohesive Device Mastery  
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To measure reliability in students’ mastery of cohesive 
device, the researcher used technique of Alpha Cronbach, 
that using SPSS 17. The steps to find the reliability is have 
same steps with the steps to find the validity. But, table of the 
result is different. And the result of the Reliability can follow 
as:   
 
According to Arikunto (2010:276), the criteria of 
reliability coefficient are:  
0.80< r11 = 1.00  very high reliability  
0.60 < r11 = 0.80 high reliability  
0.40 < r11 = 0.60  fair reliability  
0.20 < r11 = 0.40  low reliability  
0.00 < r11 = 0.20  very low reliability  
From the result above, be concluded that the reliability 
(Cronbach’s Alpha) is 0.953. So it can be concluded that the 
Cohesive Device Mastery is very high reliability.  
2) Writing Ability  
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To measure reliability in writing ability, the researcher 
used Interrater Reliability. Interrater reliability is a procedure 
used when making observations or behavior. It involves 
observations made by two or more individuals. There are two 
rather to measure reliability in this research. They are Mrs. 
Nin Sarih, S.Pd as an English Teacher in SMA 
Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar and the researcher. The 
observers record their scores of the behavior and then 
compare scores to see if their score similar or different. 
Assuming that their score were close, they can average their 
score. 
 
E. The Technique of Analyzing the Data  
1. Description of the Data 
The description of the data consists of mean, medium, mode and 
standard deviation of the scores. All of them,were found by using 
SPSS 17 for Windows. And the explanation about all of the 
description will be explained below.   
a. Mean  
Mean is adding a list of the score then divided by the number of 
scores.  
b. Median 
Median is point in distribution of measures below which 50 
percent of the cases.  
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c. Mode  
Mode is that value in a distribution that occurs most frequently. 
d. Standard Deviation  
Standard Deviation is numerical value used to indicate how the 
widely individuals in a group vary.   
 
2. Pre-requirement Test  
Pre-requirement test is a requirement before going to start the 
execution of the test. The normality test is used to know that the 
sample in normal distribution and linearity test to know the data is 
linear.  
a. Normality Testing  
Normality Testing is used to know whether the sample 
taken from the population has normal distribution or not. The 
researcher used Lilliefors Significance Correction from 
Kolmogrov- Smirnov Test (KS-Z) in SPSS 17. The decision is 
about the normal or not in the data distribution by comparing the 
significance score. The significance is lower than 0.05, it means 
that the data are not in normal distribution. Whereas if the 
significance value higher than 0.05, it means the data are normal 
distribution. The steps to find the normality of the research as 
follows:  
1) Open SPSS program in the computer. Then select the 
variable view to write the variable, Cohesive device in the 
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first row and writing ability in the next row.  In decimal 
column change into 0.  
 
 
 
2) In the variable view. To analyze the normality, select 
Analyze » Non parametric Tests » 1-Sample K-S.  Non-
parametric Testis statistics not based on parameterized 
families of probability distributions. They include both 
descriptive and inferential statistic. Non parametric statistics 
make no assumptions about the probability distributions of 
the variables being assessed. In this research have two 
variables so that select 1-Sample K-S. Then, open the dialog 
box like follow: 
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3) Put the variable to Test Variable List. Then select OK. And 
the result is appeared like follows:  
 
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 
  Cohesive 
Device 
Mastery Writing Ability 
 N 75 75 
Normal Parameters
a,,b
 Mean 72.71 75.83 
Std. Deviation 7.756 7.957 
Most Extreme 
Differences 
Absolute .124 .126 
Positive .095 .093 
Negative -.124 -.126 
 Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 1.070 1.095 
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .202 .182 
a. Test distribution is Normal. 
b. Calculated from data. 
 
Based on the table of result above can be concluded 
that cohesive device mastery and writing ability has normal 
distribution. The normality result test of cohesive device 
mastery is 0.202 and writing ability is 0.182, all of them is 
higher than 0.05 so the distribution is normal.  
b. Linearity Testing  
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Linearity testing is used to know whether the independent 
variable and dependent variable show the linear relation or not. In 
this research, the researcher used SPSS17 for windows. The 
linearity can be known by using Anova (Testing for Linearity) on 
the significance value = 0, 05. Two variables is considered linear 
if p-value > 0, 05.   The steps to find the linearity can see below:  
1) Open SPSS program in the computer. Then select the 
variable view to write the variable, cohesive device in the 
first row and writing ability in the next row.  In decimal 
column change into 0.  
 
 
 
2) In the variable view. To analyze the linearity, select Analyze 
» Compare Means » Means.  Comparison of means tests 
helps you determine if your groups have similar means. 
Analyzed is the main menu to analyze data in SPSS 17, and 
Compare means is used to find the linearity of the data. One 
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of the ways to find it through means menu. Then, opened the 
dialog box  like follows:  
 
3) Select the option button, then gives checklist in button Test 
for linearity. The table can see below:  
 
4) Then select continue. After this select OK. The table result 
can see below:  
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Based on the result, it can be concluded that the linearity is 
0.360. It is higher than 0.05, so the regression is linear. 
 
3. The Hypothesis Test 
Hypothesis Test of this research is using product moment and 
simple linier regression through SPSS 17 for window. Product 
moment is used to show the strength of relationship between two 
variables, meanwhile simple linear regression are used to show the 
strength degree between independent and dependent variable.  
To find the correlation of the research, the researcher used 
SPSS 17 for windows. The steps are belows: 
a. Open SPSS program in the computer. Then select the variable 
view to write the variable, cohesive device in the first row and 
writing ability in the next row.  In decimal column change into 0.  
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b. In the variable view. To analyze the correlation, regression and 
significance select Analyze » Regression » Linear.  Regression 
is statistical measure used in finance, investing, and other 
disciplines that attempts to determine the strength of the 
relationship between one dependent variable (Y) and a series of 
other changing variables (independent variables). Then, the dialog 
box is appeared like follows: 
 
c. After the previous step, select the statistic button. And the dialog 
box below is appeared, give checklist like follows: 
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d. Select continue in the previous step. After this, select the plots 
button. Giving checklist like follows:  
 
e. Next, select continue button in the previous step. Then, select the 
option button. Giving checklist like as follows:  
 
f. Select continue button in the previous step, then OK. After that, 
the result of the data is appeared like as follows:  
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Based on the table result of the data correlation, it can be 
concluded that the r coefficient correlation is 0.934. The r table for 
N=75, sig 0.05 is 0.227. It means r value>r table (0.934 > 0.227). If the 
rvalue is higher than r table it means the Ha (Hypothesis Alternative) is 
accepted. Meanwhile, if the r value is lower than r table. It means the Ha 
(Hypothesis Alternative) is rejected and Ho (Hypothesis Null) is 
accepted. Based on the table 3.2 the interpretation of r value, the r value 
of the data is very strong.  
 
Table 3.2 The Interpretation of r value 
r value Interpretation 
0.800 – 1.00 Very Strong 
0.600 – 0.79  Strong  
0.400 – 0.599  Medium  
0.200 – 0.399 Low  
0.00 – 0.199  Very low (no correlation) 
Source: Sugiono, 2006: 184 
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CHAPTER IV 
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISSCUSSION 
 
A. Research Finding  
This research conducted to know the correlation between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability. The instrument to collect 
the data in this research is test. There are two types of test that is used are 
objective test and essay test. The objective test is used to obtain the data of 
students’ mastery of cohesive device. And essay test is used to collect the 
data of writing ability. The research description is based on the score of 
the test to know students’ mastery of cohesive device and writing ability at 
eleventh grade students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the 
academic year of 2016/2017. It is presented in the form of mean, median 
mode, standard deviation, the highest and the lowest score which is 
completed with the variable description in the form of table and histogram. 
The data research from two variables is summarized below:  
 
Table 4.1 The Students’ Score of Each Variable 
NO Name of Respondent Cohesive Device 
Mastery 
Writing Ability 
 
1 ABW  73 81.5 
2 AR  73 73 
3 AP  70 75 
4 AF 80 80 
5 ATL 80 85 
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NO  Name of Respondent  Cohesive Device 
Mastery  
Writing Ability  
 
6 AIS 73 85 
7 BMRA 90 90 
8 BRAP 90 90 
9 BRAP 90 90 
10 DMK 66 66.5 
11 DI  70 80 
12 DP  76 77.5 
13 FAN  80 85 
14 FA  80 80 
15 FM  85 85 
16 FT  80 85 
17 FRF 83 85 
18 FNN  80 85 
19 GK  76 80 
20 HL 73 76.5 
21 HRA  80 82.5 
22 KRP  70 75 
23 MPA  83 85 
24 MF  76 90 
25 PB 73 75 
26 PDA 55 60 
27 RM  80 86.5 
28 RDP 80 85 
29 RN  76 78 
30 RF  80 80 
31 RSP  80 80 
32 RDL  80 80 
33 RAS 76 80 
34 SP  70 75 
35 WL  73 80 
36 RHCK  76 80 
37 SS  70 70 
38 SEY 76 80 
39 SM  70 70 
40 SL  60 62.5 
41 TPK  73 76.5 
42 TDA  63 62.5 
43 TAS 70 75 
44 TR  76 80 
45 TJN  60 62.5 
46 TK  60 62.5 
47 TH  70 71.5 
48 TS  70 71.5 
49 TW  60 62.5 
50 UAA  60 62.5 
51 ULW  73 80 
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NO  Name of Respondent  Cohesive Device 
Mastery 
Writing Ability  
 
52 UN 76 80 
53 VDJ  73 73.5 
54 VL 80 80 
55 WDB 63 67.5 
56 WNF 76 76.5 
57 WP 73 76.5 
58 WL 63 66.5 
59 WNP 60 66.5 
60 WSM 70 70 
61 WJ 63 62.5 
62 WSW 73 76.5 
63 WS 63 66.5 
64 YS 73 75 
65 YN 70 76.5 
66 YE 63 67.5 
67 YT 60 62.5 
68 YTI 66 66.5 
69 YER 73 76.5 
70 YK 80 85 
71 YM 73 76.5 
72 YA 66 67.5 
73 YI 76 77.5 
74 ZA 63 67.5 
75 SNK 70 70 
 
Table 4.2 The Description of Data Variables 
Variable Mean Median Mode Standard 
Deviation 
Minimum Maximum 
Students’ 
Mastery of 
Cohesive 
Device 
72.71 73 73 7.756 55 90 
Writing Ability 75.83 76.50 80 7.957 60 90 
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The result of the data for each variable (students’ mastery of cohesive 
device and writing ability) can be described as follows:  
1. The Data of  Students’ Mastery of Cohesive Device  
The data of the students’ mastery of cohesive device were collected by 
using an objective test with 30 items number. The mean (average score) is 
72.71, median is 73, mode is 73 and standard deviation is 7.756.   
The frequency of the distribution of the score with interval length and 
number of classes can be seen on table 4.3, and the histogram is presented at 
figure 4.1.  
 
Table  4.3 The Frequency of the Students’ Mastery of 
Cohesive Device 
  
Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 
Percent 
Valid 55 1 1.3 1.3 1.3 
60 7 9.3 9.3 10.7 
63 7 9.3 9.3 20.0 
66 3 4.0 4.0 24.0 
70 12 16.0 16.0 40.0 
73 14 18.7 18.7 58.7 
76 11 14.7 14.7 73.3 
80 14 18.7 18.7 92.0 
83 2 2.7 2.7 94.7 
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85 1 1.3 1.3 96.0 
90 3 4.0 4.0 100.0 
Total 75 100.0 100.0  
 
From the table above, the highest score of students’ mastery of 
cohesive device is 90 and the lowest score is 55. There are 3 students 
who get 90; 1 student get 85; 2 students get 83; 14 students get 80; 11 
students get 76; 14 students get 73; 12 students get 70; 3 students get 
66; 7 students get 63; 7 students get 60 and 1 student get 55.  The 
frequency of the distribution of the students’ mastery of cohesive device 
score will be figured in the histogram as follows (Figure 4.1):  
 
 
Figure 4.1 The Histogram of Cohesive Device Mastery Scores 
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2. The Data of Writing Ability  
The data of the writing ability were collected by using an essay test 
with some topics that given by the researcher. The topics are about people, 
place, things and food. Each student chose one of the topics then makes a text 
at least consist of two paragraphs. The mean (average score) is 75.83, median 
is 76.50, mode is 80 and standard deviation is 7.957.   
The frequency of the distribution of the score with interval length and 
number of classes can be seen on table 4.4, and the histogram is presented at 
figure 4.2. 
 
Table 4.4. The Frequency of the Writing Ability Scores  
  
Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 
Percent 
Valid 60 1 1.3 1.3 1.3 
63 8 10.7 10.7 12.0 
67 5 6.7 6.7 18.7 
68 4 5.3 5.3 24.0 
70 4 5.3 5.3 29.3 
72 2 2.7 2.7 32.0 
73 1 1.3 1.3 33.3 
74 1 1.3 1.3 34.7 
75 6 8.0 8.0 42.7 
76 8 10.7 10.7 53.3 
77 2 2.7 2.7 56.0 
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78 1 1.3 1.3 57.3 
80 15 20.0 20.0 77.3 
82 1 1.3 1.3 78.7 
83 1 1.3 1.3 80.0 
85 10 13.3 13.3 93.3 
87 1 1.3 1.3 94.7 
90 4 5.3 5.3 100.0 
Total 75 100.0 100.0  
 
From the table above, the highest score of students’ mastery of 
cohesive device is 90 and the lowest score is 60. There are 4 students 
who get 90; 1 student get 87; 1 student get 85; 1 student get 83; 1 
student get 82; 15 students get 80; 1 student get 78; 2students get 77;8 
students get 76; 6 students get 75;1 student get 74; 1 student get 73; 2 
students get 72; 4 students get 70; 4 students get 68; 5 students get 67; 8 
students get 63 and 1 student get 60.  The frequency of the distribution 
of the students’ mastery of cohesive device score will be figured in the 
histogram as follows (Figure 4.2): 
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Figure 4.2 The Histogram of Writing Ability Scores 
 
B. The Testing of Pre-requirements Analysis  
Before analyzing the data, it is necessary to examine the data. The 
examination covers normality and linearity. Will be explained as follows: 
1. Normality Test 
To examine the normality test of this research, the researcher is 
used Lilliefors Significance Correction from Kolmogrov- Smirnov 
Test (KS-Z) in SPSS 17 for windows. The normality test is purposed 
to know whether the variable data research distribution is normal 
distributed or not. The result is about the normal or not in the data 
distribution by comparing score than 0.05 (Sig. >0.05). The result of 
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the students’ mastery of cohesive device mastery and writing 
achievements can as follows:  
 
Table 4.5. The Result of Normality Test of the Students’ Mastery of 
Cohesive Device and Writing Ability in Descriptive Text 
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 
  Cohesive Device 
Mastery 
Writing 
Ability 
 N 75 75 
Normal Parameters
a,,b
 Mean 72.71 75.83 
Std. Deviation 7.756 7.957 
 
Most Extreme Differences Absolute .124 .126 
Positive .095 .093 
Negative -.124 -.126 
 Kolmogorov-
Smirnov Z 
1.070 1.095 
Asymp. Sig. (2-
tailed) 
.202 .182 
 
Based on the table above, the result of normality test distribution 
from variable of Students’ mastery of cohesive device obtained values 
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Kolmogorov Smirnov (KS-Z) is 0.202 with Sig=0.05, and the value 
Kolmogorov of writing ability is 0.182 with Sig= 0.05. Two variables 
have value that higher than sig= 0.05. In conclusion, the result of 
normality test above has normal distribution. 
 
2. Linearity Test  
Linearity testing is used to know whether the independent 
variable and dependent variable show the linear relation or not.  To 
examine the Linearity Test of this research, the researcher used Anova 
(Testing for Linearity) in SPSS 17 windows to know the linearity of 
the test. The result of the test can be seen as follows: 
 
Table 4.6 The Result of Linearity Test of the Students’ Mastery of 
Cohesive Device (X) and Writing Ability (Y) 
 Sum of 
Square 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig 
Y* 
X 
Between 
Groups 
(Combined) 4165.186 10 
416.519 51.266 .000 
Linearity 4083.078 1 
4083.078 502.552 .000 
Deviation 
from 
Linearity 
82.109 9 
9.123 1.123 .360 
Within Groups 519.980 64 8.125 
  
Total  4685.167 74    
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Based on the table result of linearity test above, the significance 
value of the correlation test between two variables are students’ 
mastery of cohesive device (X) and writing ability in descriptive text 
(Y) is 0.360. It means the significance value is higher than sig 0.05. 
So, it can be concluded that the score of cohesive device mastery and 
writing ability is linear correlation. 
Since the computation of the normality and linearity testing shows 
that the data are normal distribution and the regression is linear. It means, 
the researcher can continue to the test the hypothesis of the research stated 
on the previous chapter. 
 
C. The Hypothesis Testing  
After the data for the normality and linearity, the researcher tests the 
null hypothesis (Ho) against the alternative hypothesis (Ha). The tested 
hypothesis is used Correlation Product Moment through SPSS 17 for 
window. The hypotheses are represented as follows:  
Ho : There is no positive and significant correlation between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability in descriptive text at 
eleventh grade students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar. 
Ha  : There is a positive and significant correlation between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability in descriptive text at 
eleventh grade students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar 
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Where :  
Ho  = Null Hypothesis  
Ha  = Alternative Hypothesis  
rvalue = The value of r test 
 
Table 4.7 The Result of r value of the Test 
Correlations 
  Writing ability Cohesive device 
Pearson Correlation Writing ability 1.000 .934 
Cohesive device .934 1.000 
Sig. (1-tailed) Writing ability . .000 
Cohesive device .000 . 
N Writing ability 75 75 
Cohesive device 75 75 
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Table 4.8 The Result of the Significance of the Test 
Coefficients
a
 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients  
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. 
1 (Constant) 6.201 3.147  1.970 .053 
Cohesive 
device 
.958 .043 .934 22.250 .000 
 
Model Summary 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate Durbin-Watson 
1 .934
a
 .871 .870 2.872 2.080 
 
Based on the table result of the correlation above, it can be 
concluded that the r value is 0.934. It means that is higher than 0.05. The 
significance of the table is 0.00, it is lower than 0.05. It can be concluded 
that there is correlation and significant between students’ mastery of 
cohesive device (X) and writing ability (Y).  
Based on the result analysis above, it can be stated that the null 
hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and therefore the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is 
accepted. The positive correlation indicates that cohesive device mastery 
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give contribution in writing ability. Finally, it is found R Square 
(Coefficient Determiner) is 0.871.  It means that 87.1% variance of writing 
is contributed by cohesive device and 12.9 % variance of writing is 
contributed by the other factors.  
 
D. The Discussion of the Research Finding  
This research is to know whether there is a positive and 
significant between students’ mastery of cohesive device and writing 
ability in descriptive text. Based on the description on the data, it was 
found that the mean score, median score, mode score and standard 
deviation score in each variable. The result of descriptive analysis of each 
variable shows that the lowest score of students’ mastery of cohesive 
device is 55 and the highest score is 90. In the other hand, the lowest score 
of writing ability is 60 and the highest score is 90. 
The analyzed of the hypothesis result shows that there is a 
positive and significant correlation between students’ mastery of cohesive 
device (X) and writing ability (Y) in descriptive text. It can be proved 
from the result of the correlation test between students’ mastery of 
cohesive device and writing ability that has significance value = 0.934, 
and it is higher than 0.05. In the other hand, for making sure the 
correlation also can be proved with comparing in r table for N=75, at the 
level significance 0.05. And the r table for N=75 and the level significance 
0.05 is 0.227. If the r value is higher than r table, it means there is a 
correlation between variable X and Y. In contrary, if the r value is lower 
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than r table, it means there is no correlation between variable X and Y. So, 
based on the result of the correlation test, the rvalue> rtable (0.934>0.227). 
So, there is correlation between two variables (X and Y). And the 
significance is 0.00, it is lower than 0.05. So, the correlation is significant.  
The students’ mastery of cohesive device (X) is a good predictor 
for success of writing ability (Y). The researcher assumes that the students 
can be able to mastering and get high score on writing ability if the 
students have good score or understanding in cohesive device mastery. 
Because cohesive device is one of important thing in writing skill, such as 
conjunction; substitution; ellipsis; synonym; antonym and references also.  
Based on the correlation result of this research, it clearly shows 
that the students with higher score in cohesive device mastery will produce 
the higher score in writing ability score. In contrary, the students with 
lower score in cohesive device mastery will face difficult in writing 
product. Because in every text must have a coherent between the 
sentences. To make the text are coherent, we needed cohesion such as 
conjunction; substitution; ellipsis etc. The students understanding about 
the cohesive device is the important aspects to produce the understandable 
text.  
Writing ability is not only about the words and the word meaning 
that used in a written. There are some aspects for making a good writing. 
One of them is cohesive device. According to Brown (2004:221) states 
that cohesive device is included to the one of the micro skills of writing. 
Cohesive device, through which cohesion is realized, enable 
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communicators to produce language which is connected, coherent and 
relevant to the subject.  
Otherwise, written requires the writer to control the part of 
writing in equal. The indicators of writing are content, grammar, 
vocabulary, mechanics, and organization. The indicators determine the 
writing quality. It is because writing has purpose to produce text and 
cohesion gives texture.   
From the explanation above, it can be concluded that the cohesive 
device mastery is needed in writing ability. The relation of the sentences or 
phrases that written by the students is important to make the other people 
understanding about the meaning of the sentences. It is proved from the R 
Square (Coefficient Determiner) is 0.871.  It means that 87.1% variance of 
writing is contributed by cohesive device and 12.9% variance of writing is 
contributed by the other factors. So, cohesive device has big contribution 
in writing ability. It is proving that the correlation between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability have positive correlation.  
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CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSION, IMPLICATION, AND SUGGESTION 
 
A. Conclusion  
The aim of this research to know whether there is a positive and 
significant correlation between two variables, namely: students’ mastery of 
cohesive device and writing ability in descriptive text at eleventh grade 
students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the academic year of 
2016/2017. Based on the previous chapter, the result of this research is 
shown that the students’ mastery of cohesive device is an important thing 
in writing ability.  
The result of the result is shown that there is a positive and 
significant correlation between students’ mastery of cohesive device and 
writing ability at eleventh grade students’ of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 
Karanganyar in the academic years of 2016/2017. It proved from the 
product moment correlation test result that rvalue is higher than rtable(0.934> 
0.227) for the level of significance 0.05. The significance of the data result 
is 0.00, it means lower than 0.05. It can be concluded that the coefficient 
of correlation between cohesive device mastery and writing ability is 
significant. Meanwhile, the R (Coefficient Determiner) is 0.871.  It means 
that 87.1% variance of writing is contributed by cohesive device and 
12.9% variance of writing is contributed by the other factors. 
79 
 
Based on the result analysis above, it can be concluded that the null 
hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and therefore the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is 
accepted. There is a positive and significant correlation between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability in descriptive text at 
eleventh grade students of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 Karanganyar in the 
academic year of 2016/2017. It can be said the cohesive device mastery 
(X) will give the big contribution in writing ability (Y).  
 
B. Implication 
Based on the research finding, it can be explained that cohesive 
device mastery give contribution to writing ability the students. The result 
of the study is shown the coefficient determination between students’ 
mastery of cohesive device and writing ability is 0.871. It means that 87.1 
% variance of writing ability is influenced by the students’ mastery of 
cohesive device.  
The implication of the study is that the teacher should improve the 
students’ mastery of cohesive device and the writing ability can improve 
too. Writing ability can improve in many kinds of text, such as descriptive 
text, recount text, report text, narrative text, hortatory exposition, etc. In 
this research by using descriptive text in examine the writing ability of the 
students.  
The teacher should convey the material about cohesive device to the 
students. There is some kind cohesion that must have by the students. Such 
as, reference, substitution, ellipsis, conjunction, synonym and antonym. 
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Considering that cohesive device is the important factor in writing ability. 
The teacher should include classroom instruction on the cohesive device 
and their function across sentences and paragraphs.  
For the exercise, the teacher gives assignment for the students to 
make sentences or phrase then make a paragraph. For example, the 
students are asked to make sentence by using the correct conjunction or 
connection between the sentences. In other that, the students also asked for 
looking for reference then classifying and mention the function. Cohesive 
device mastery helps the writer to make good sentence or a text and 
making able to the reader in understanding meaning of the sentences or a 
text.  
From the explanation above, it can be concluded that students’ 
cohesive device mastery give contribution in writing ability. They can be 
classified as the determinant factors in writing ability. The improvement of 
students’ mastery of cohesive device is followed by the increase of the 
writing ability.  
 
C. Suggestion   
Based on the result, the researcher would like to present some suggestion 
as follows:  
1. Suggestion for the Teacher  
a. The teacher should be aware there are many factors influencing 
writing ability, one of them is cohesive device.  
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b. The teacher should give a close attention to the teaching learning 
material about cohesive device.  
c. Teacher should be aware the importance of cohesive device 
mastery in writing ability. Teacher could give exercises for the 
students’ ability in recognizing cohesive device in sentences or 
text. 
2. Suggestion for the Students  
a. The students should be aware that cohesive device mastery is 
important factors in writing ability.  
b. The students should keep and develop their mastery in cohesive 
device because it will help them in ability better writing skill.  
c. The students should improve their cohesive device mastery which 
is giving contribution in writing ability.  
3. Suggestion for the other researchers  
The researcher realizes that the result of this research still has 
many of lacks but the researcher expects that this research will be 
useful as a reference to their researcher. In other hand, this research 
can also used to carry out a similar study. The other researcher who are 
willing to conduct the same kind of the research, are suggested to 
investigate other factors to accomplish the list internal and external 
factors which influence writing ability in particular or other language 
skills which are not investigated in this study.  
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4. Suggestion for the future researcher  
The future researcher in the students’ writing ability that 
investigating on another factor in large area which might influence to 
writing ability. And also the researcher should to intensively find new 
innovation aspect that is beneficial for development of writing ability 
as part of English subject.  
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Appendix I
The Blue Print of Cohesive Device Mastery
(Try Out)
No Concept Indicator Identification Number of Item Total of
Item
1 Cohesive
Device.
Cohesive device
is the way to
create cohesion
in sentence.
Cohesion is
divided into2
types, are
grammatical
cohesion and
lexical cohesion
(Halliday and
Hasan, I976:3).
a. Grammatical
Cohesion
Grammatical
cohesion is
identiff of the
form about
reference,
substitution,
ellipsis and
coniunction in
the sentence
Reference
oPersonal Reference
oDemonstrate
Reference
o Comparative
Reference
1,2,3..4,5,6,7,8 8
- Substitution
oNominal
Substitution
jVerbal Substitution
o Clausal
Substitution
9,10,1 1,72,13,14
,15,16
I
Ellipsis
oNominal Ellipsis
oVerbal Ellipsis
o Clausal Ellipsis
l7 ,18,19,20,21,2
2,23,24
8
- Conjunction
oAdditive
oAdversative
o Causal
oTemporal
'25,26,26,27,28,2
9,30,31,32
8
b. Lexical - Synonym 33,34,35,36 4
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Cohesion
Lexical
conjunction is
knowing the
synohym
words and
antonym words
in the sentence
oAdective
oVerb
- Antonym
oA4iective
oVerb
37,38,39,40 4
Total 40
Appendix 2
TEST INSTRUMENT OF COHESIVE DEVICE MASTERY
(TRY OUT)
Choose one of the correct answer by crossing a,b, c, or d in the answer sheet!
3. They broke a Chinese vase. 
- 
was careless
a. That
b. This
4. I have three hobbies. 
-
a. That
b. These
2. Risky is my boyfriend. skin is tan.
a. Risky
b. He
l. I saw Retno yesterday.
a. He
b. She
a. Less
b. More
8. My uncle's house is
a. Big
b. Bigger
was falling from motorcycle.
c. His
d. Her
c. His
d. Her
c. These
d. Those
are reading, writing, and swimming.
c. Those
d. This
5. are the famous artist in Indonesia. Their performance is amazing.
a. Anist c. We
d. Themb. They
6. I borrowed my sister's car. 
- 
is old but reliable.
a. It c. Car
b. It's d. My sister
7. My brother can do the best than my father's expectation.
c. Much
d. Better
than my house
c. Good
d. More
9. Sinta loves chocolate ice cream. She has one everyday.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Chocolate b. Ice cream
c. Chocolate ice cream d. Banana ice cream
10. My pen is too blunt. I must get a sharper one.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Pen c. Brush
d. Eraserb. Pencil
1 1. Does Jen sing? 
- 
No, but Rizal does.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Drink c. Song
b. Sing d. Sit
12. I don't know the meaning of half those long word and what's more. I don't believe
you do either!
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Know what's more do
b. Know the meaning of half those long word
c. Know why I don't believe
d. Know why do like that
13. Is there going to be an earthquake? 
-It says so.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. There is going to be an earthquake
b. There is going to be an accident
c. There is going to be an event
d. There is going to be an celebration
14. Everyone seems to think he is guilty. If so, no doubt he will offer to resign.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. He is guilty c. He is hard worker
b. He is professional d. He is right
15. Has everyone gone home? 
-I hope not.
The bold word in the sentence above means ......
a. No one in home c. Everyone gone home
b. No one has gone home d. Everyone was happy
16. Roni : We should recognize the place when we come to ii
Rini : Yes, but supposing not, then what must I do?
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. We recognize the place when we come to it
b. We don't recognize the place when we come to it
c. We not supposing to do
d. We supposing to do
17. Faris at home last night. His mom was at home.
Faris was at home, and ..
a. Neither was him mom c. His mom wasn't either
b. His mom wasn't too d. His mom was too
18. Krakatau Steel is located in Cilegon. Krakatau Posco is located in Cilegon.
Krakatau Steel is located in Cilegon, and...
a. So is Krakatau Posco c. Neither is Krakatau Posco
b. Krakatau Posco isn't either d. Neither isn't Krakatau Posco
19. Mrs. Citra is really kind. Mrs. Rullin is really kind.
Mrs. Citra is really kind, and...
a. Neither is Mrs. Rullin c. So is Mrs. Rullin
b. Mrs. Rullin isn't either d. Mrs. Rullin isn't too
20. Paul Walker has passed away. Uje has passed away.
Paul Walker has passed away, and... .. ..
a. So has Paul Walker c. Uje hasn't either
b. Neither has Uje d. Uje has too
2l.FarhatAbbas will go boxing. Al and El will go boxing.
Farhat Abbas will go boxing, and...
a. Neiter will Al and El c. Al and El won't either
b. Al and El will too d. So will Farhat Abbas
22.My brother can type many words fast. I can type many words fast.
My brother can type many words fast, and.
a. Neither can I c. I can't either
b. I can too d. So can't I
23. Alican't speak Dutch. I can't speak Dutch.
24.You have never been in France. I have never been in France.
Ali can't speak Dutch, and.. . ....
a. I can't neither
b. I can either
a. So have I
b. Neither have I
25. We ate apizza a kebab
c. So I can
d. I can't too
c. I have too
d. I have either
c. Or
d. Because
a. And
b. But
26.lhad a headache
a. And
b. But
27. She still went to work
a. Although
b. Even though
28. Wash your hand
a. After
b. Until
29. You won't get a promotion
a. While
b. Unless
30. He could not get the job
a. Because
b. Unless
Finally
However
I didn't go to the party.
c. So
d. Or
she was sick.
c. Whereas
d. When
you eat your dinner.
c. Before
d. When
you work hard.
c. Because
d. Before
31.
32.
a.
b.
his excellent qualifications.
c. While
d. Even though
we_had no money, we still had a good time.
c. While
d. Even though
John was fixing the car, his wife was making a sandwich.
b. Untila. While
c. Despite d. Although
33. I am terrible at Mathematics. The'underline word that similar meaning with..
a. Good
b. Great
c. Awful
d. Fantastic
c. Brilliant
d. Fast
34. Do you think I am stupid? The underline word that similar meaning with..
a. Dumb
b. Intelligent
35. He never comes on time. The underline word that similar meaning with..
c. Goesa. Sees
b. Does d. Arrives
36. He is a ft1q! runner. The underline word have similar meaning with..
a. Quick c. Energetic
b. Slow d. Calm
37. She is foolish. The underline word have antonym with..
a. Dumb c. Idiotic
b. Brainy d. Wise
38. A : What about this restaurant?
B : It is a popular restaurant.
The underline word have antonym with..
a. Infamous c. Unpopular
b. Dirty d. Crowded
39. This house is magnificent, The underline word have antonym with.
a. Unimpressive c. Big
b. Small d. Gigantic
40. Why are you so arrosant? The underline word have antonym with..
a. Snooty c. Humble
b. Stupid d. Cunning
-GOOD LUCK.
92
Appe,ndix 3
1.8
2.C
3.4
4.C
5.8
6.4
7.B
8.8
9.C
10. A
11. B
12. B
13. A
14. A
15. B
16. B
t7.D
18. A
19. C
20. D
. TEE AFISWER KEY OF
coltBsrvE DEVICE MASTERY (TRY OUT)
2t.B
22.8
23.D
24.D
25. A
26. C
27.8
28. C
29.8 .
30.D.
31. B
32. A
33. C
34. A
35. D
36. A
37.8
38. C
39. A
4A. C
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Appandix 4
NAME :
NO. :
CLASS :
Choose and cross (x) the correct answer!
The Answer Sheet of the Research lnstrument of
Cohesive Device Mastery (TrY Out)
1 A B C D
) A B C D
3. A B C D
4. A B C D
5. A B C D
6. A B C D
7. A B C D
8. A B C D
9. A B C D
10. A B C D
1l A B C D
1,2. A B C D
13. A B C D
t4. A B C D
15. A B C D
16. A B C D
t7. A B C D
18. A B C D
19. A B C D
20. A B C D
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38. A B C D
39. A B C D
40. A B C D
21. A B C D
22. A B C D
23. A B C D
24. A B C D
25. A B C D
26. A B C D
27. A B C D
28. A B C D
29. A B C D
30. A B C D
31. A B C D
32. A B C D
33. A B C D
34. A B C D
35.
*
A B C D
36. A B C D
37. A B C D
9s
Appendix 5
The ValidityResult of Cohesive Device Mastery $ry OUQ
The Number oI
Items
R table Corrected
Item-Total
Correlation
Result
0.213
a.213
a.213
0.213
0.213
0.2t3
0.213
4.2t3
0.2t3
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
.033
.67s
-.235
-.157
.8?7
.419
.765
.827
.827
.816
.197
.419
-.013
.035
.384
.850
.827
.346
Invalid
Valid
Invalid
Invalid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Invalid
Invalid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
L
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t9
20
2t
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
0.213
0.213
0.213
4.213
0.2t3
0.213
0.213
0.213
a.2B
0.213
0.213
4.213
"0.2i3
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.213
0.2t3
0.213
0.213
0.213
-.494
-.195
.797
.827
.850
.845
.900
.797
.807
.877
.886
.049
.845
.797
.005
.845
.827
.154
.675
.419
.7s2
.827
Invalid
Invalid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Invalid
Valid
Valid
lnvalid
Valid'
Valid
Invalid
Valid
Valid
Valid
Valid
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Ap'pendix 6
THE INSTRUMEIM TEST OT' WRITING ABILITY
Instruction:
Choose one of the topics below theo make a descriptive text at least two
paragraphs, consist of identification and description.
The topics are:
1. People
2. Place
3. Things around you
4. Food
5. Bwerage
- 
Do the best 
-
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Appendix 7
The Blue Print of Cohesive Device Mastery
(Test)
No Concept Indicator ldentification Number of Item Total of
Item
I Cohesive
Device.
Cohesive device
is the way to
create cohesion
in sentence.
Cohesion is
divided in to 2
t1pes, are
grammatical
cohesion and
lexical cohesion
(Halliday and
Hasan, 1976:3).
Grammatical
Cohesion
Grammatical
cohesion is
identi& of the
form about
reference,
substitution,
ellipsis and
conjunction in
the sentence
- Reference
cPersonal Reference
oDemonstrate
Reference
o Comparative
Reference
1,2,3,4,5 5
- Substitution
oNominal
Substitution
.Verbal Substitution
o Clausal
Substitution
6,7,8,9, 10, 11 6
- Ellipsis
oNominal Ellipsis
oVerbal Ellipsis
o Clausal Ellipsis
12,13,14,15,
16, r7
7
Conjunction
oAdditive
oAdversative
o Causal
rTemporal
, 18, 19,20,21,
22,23,24
7
b. Lexical
Cohesion
- Synonym
oAdjective
25,26 2
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Appendix 8
TEST INSTRUMENT OF COHESIVE DEVICE MASTERY
(rEsr)
Choose one of the correct answer by crossing a,b, c,or d in the answer sheet!
l. Risky is my boyfriend. skin is tan.
a. Risky c. His
b. He d. Her
2. are the famous artist in Indonesia. Their performance is amazing.
a. Artist
b. They
3. I borrowed my sister's car.
a. It
b. It's
4. My brother can do the best than my father's expectation.
c. We
d. Them
is old but reliable.
c. Car
d. My sister
a. Less
b. More
5. My uncle's house is
a. Big
b. Bigger
6. Sinta loves chocolate ice cream. She has one everyday.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Chocolate c. Chocolate ice cream
b. Icecream d. Bananaicecream
7. My pen is too blunt. I must get a sharper one.
The bold word in the sentence above means
c. Much
d. Better
than my house
c. Good
d. More
c. Brush
d. Eraser
a- Pen
b. Pencil
8. Does Jen sing? 
-No, but Rizal does.
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Drink c. Song
b. Sing d. Sit
9. I don't know the meaning of half those long word and what's more. I don't believe
you do either!
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. Know what's more do
b. Know the meaning of half those long wo1d.
c. Know why I don't believe
d. Know why do like that
10. Has everyone gone home? 
-I hope not.
The bold word in the sentence above means ......
a. No one in home c. Everyone gone home
b. No one has gone home d. Everyone was happy
11. Roni : We should recognize the place when we come to it
Rini : Yes, but supposing not, then what must I do?
The bold word in the sentence above means
a. We recognizethe place when we come to it
b. We don't recognize the place when we come to it
c. We not supposing to do
d. We supposing to do
12. Faris at home last night. His mom was at home.
Faris was at home, and ..
a. Neither was him mom c. His mom wasn't either
b. His mom wasn't too d. His mom was too
13. Krakatau Steel is located in Cilegon. Krakatau Posco is located in Cilegon.
Krakatau Steel is located in Cilegon, and...... ....
a. So is Krakatau Posco c. Neither is Krakatau_Posco
b. Krakatau Posco isn't either d. Neither isn't Krakatau Posco
14. Farhat Abbas will go boxing. Al and El will go boxing.
Farhat Abbas will go boxing, and...
a. Neiter will Al and El b. Al and El will too
c. Al and El won't either d. So will Farhat Abbas
15. My brother can type many words fast. I can type many words fast.
My brother can type many words fast, and..
a. Neither can I
b. I can too
16. Ali can't speak Dutch. I can't speak Dutch.
Ali can't speak Dutch, and.......
a. I can't neither
b. I can either
17. You have never been in France. I have never been in France.
You have never been in France, and
c. 'Ican'teither
d. So can't I
c. So I can
d. I can't too
a. So have I
b. Neither have I
18. We ate apizza a kebab
a. And
b. But
l9.Ihadaheadache
a. And
b. But
20. She still went to work
a. Although
b. Even though
21. Wash your hand
a. After
b. Until
22.Youwon't get a promotion
a. While
b. Unless
Finally
However
I didn't go to the party.
we had no money, we still had a good time.
you eat your dinner.
c. So
d. Or
she was sick.
c. Whereas
d. When
c. Before
d. When
you work hard.
c. Because
d. Before
c. I have too
d. I have either
c. Or
d. Because
c. While
d. Eventhough
a.
b.
23.
24. John was fixing the car, his wife was making a sandwich.
c. Despite
d. Although
25.Do you think I am stupid? The underline word that similar meaning with
a. Dumb
b. Intelligent
26.He never comes on time. The underline word that similar meaning with..
a. While
b. Until
a. Sees
b. Does
a. Dumb
b. Brainy
28. A : What about this restaurant?
B : It is a popular restaruant.
a. Infamous
b. Dirty
a. Unimpressive
b. Small
a. Snooty
b. Stupid
-GOOD LUCK.
c. Brilliant
d. Fast
c. Goes
d. Arrives
c. Idiotic
d. Wise
c. Unpopular
d. Crowded
c. Humble
d. Cunning
27. She is foolish. The underline word have antonym with..........
29. This house is maqnificent. The underline word have antonym with..........
c. Big
d. Gigantic
30. Why are you so arrosant? The underline word have antonym with...
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Appe,ndix 9
1.C
2.8
3.A.
4.8
5.B
6.C
7. A
8.8
9.8
10. B
11. B
t2.D
13. A
14. B
15. B
- THE AITSWER KEY OF
coEEsrvE DEVICE MASTERY GEST)
16. D
17. D
18. A
19. C
20. B
21. c
22.8
23.8
24. L
25. A
26.D
27.8
28. C
29. A
30. c
/
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Appendix 10
NAME :
NO:
CLASS :
Choose and cross (x) the correct answer !
The Answer Sheet of the Research Instrument of
Cohesive Device Mastery (Test)
1. A B C D
2. A B C D
J. A B C D
4. A B C D
5. A B C D
6. A B C D
7. A B C D
8. A B C D
9. A B C D
10. A B C D
11. A B C D
t2. A B C D
13. A B C D
t4. A B C D
15. A B C D
16. A B C D
17. A B C D
18. A B C D
t9. A B C D
20. A B U D
2t. A B C D
22. A B C D
23. A B C D
24. A B C D
25. A B C D
26. A B C D
27. A B C D
28. A B C D
29. A B C D
30. A B C D
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Appendix 11
THE SCORE RESULT OF THE STUDENTS' MASTERY
OF COHESIVE DEVICE
No Narne of Respondent Score
1 ABW 73
2 AR 73
1J AP 70
4 AF 80
5 ATL 86
6 AIS 73
7 B MRA 93
8 BRAP 93
I BRAP 90
10 DMK 66
11 DI 7A
t2 DP 76
13 FAN 93
T4 FA 80
l5 FM 96
t6 FT 90
17 FRF 86
18 FNN 80
19 GK 93
20 HL 73
108
2t' HRA 90
22 KRP 76
23 MPA 83
24 MF 76
25 PB 73
26 PDA 73
27 RM 90
28 RDP 80
29 RN 76
30 RF 80
3l RSP 90
32 RDL 80
JJ RAS 83
34 SP 93
35 WL 73
36 RHCK 76
37 SS 70
38 SEY 76
39 SM 70
40 SL 60
4t TPK 73
42 TDA 63
43 TAS 70
109
44 TR 76
45 TJN 60
46 TK 60
47 TH 70
48 TS 70
49 TW 60
50 UAA 60
51 rT T \IItJ lJ vv 73
52 UN 76
53 VDJ 73
54 VL 8C
55 WDB 63
56 WNF 76
57 WP 73
58 WL 63
59 WNP 60
60 WSM 70
6l WJ 63
62 wsw 73
63 WS 63
64 YS 73
65 YN 70
66 YE 63
t110
67" YT 60
68 YTI 66
69 YE 73
7A YK 80
7t YM 73
72 YA 66
73 YI 76
74 ZA 63
75 SNK 7g
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*,.. Appendix 12
The Students Writing Ability Scores (Researcher)
No Name of
Respondent
Aspect Total
ScoreOrganiz
ation
Content Grammar Mechanics Vocab
I ABW 20 20 20 5 15 80
2 AR 10 15 15 2 8 60
J AP 10 15 20 2 l8 65
4 AF 15 15 15 5 15 65
5 ATL 15 20 20 4 t6 75
6 AIS 20 25 20 5 t5 85
7 BMRA 10 20 15 2 18 65
8 BRAP 20 25 20 5 2o 90
9 BRAP 20 20 l5 5 20 80
10 DMK 10 20 15 5 t5 65
11 DI 20 20 2A 5 15 80
t2 DP l5 20 20 2 l8 75
13 FAN 10 15 l5 2 8 60
t4 FA 15 25 20 5 l5 80
15 FM 15 20 15 5 15 70
t6 FT 10 15 15 2 t8 60
l7 FRF 15 20 l5 5 20 75
18 FNN 15 20 10 5 t5 65
t9 GK 20 20 20 5 15 80
112
20 HL 20 15 20 5 15 75
21 HRA 15 25 20 5 15 80
22 KRP 10 10 20 5 15 60
23 MPA 15 20 20 2 18 75
24 MF 20 25 20 5 20 90
25 PB 15 20 20 2 18 75
26 PDA 10 15 15 2 15 55
27 RM 20 25 20 5 t5 85
28 RDP l5 20 20 5 l5 75
29 RN 15 20 l5 2 18 70
30 RF 20 20 20 5 8015
3i RSP 20 20 20 155 80
32 RDL 15 15 2l5 18 65
JJ RAS l5 2025 5 15 80
34 SP 15 20 20 2 18 75
35 WL 15 25 20 5 l5 80
36 RHCK 15 20 20 5 20 80
37 SS 15 20 15 5 15 70
38 SEY 15 20 20 5 20 80
39 SM 15 20 15 5 15 70
40 SL 10 15 t5 2 18 60
41 TPK t5 20 20 5 15 75
42 TDA 10 15 15 2 t8 60
113
43 TAS 15 20 20 5 20 75
44 TR 15 20 20 5 20 80
45 TJN 15 l5 15 5 10 60
46 TK l0 l5 15 2 18 60
47 TH l5 20 15 5 l5 7A
48 TS 15 2A l5 5 15 70
49 TW 10 15 15 2 18 60
50 UAA 10 15 15 5 15 60
51 ULW t5 20 20 5 20 80
52 UN 15 2A 20 5 20 80
53 VDJ 15 20 15 2 18 70
54 VL 15 20 20 5 20 80
55 WDB l5 15 - 15 2 18 65
56 WNF 15 20 20 2 18 75
57 WP 15 20 20 2 18 75
58 WL 15 15 15 5 15 65
59 WNP 15 t5 15 5 15 6s
60 WSM 15 20 15 5 15 70
6l WJ 15 l5 10 2 18 60
62 wsw l5 20 20 2 18 75
63 WS 15 15 15 5 15 65
64 YS l5 20 20 5 15 75
65 YN 15 20 20 5 15 75
-114
66 YE 15 l5 1s 2 18 65
67 YT 10 15 15 2 18 60
68 YTI 15 l5 15 2 18 65
69 YE l5 2A 20 2 18 75
70 YK 15 25 20 5 20 85
7t YM 15 20 20 2 18 75
72 YA 15 15 15 2 l8 65
73 YI 15 20 15 5 20 75
74 ZA 10 20 t5 5 15 65
75 SNK 15 2A l5 5 r5 70
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Appendix 13
The Students Writing Ability Scores (Teacher)
No Name of
Respondent
Aspect Total
ScoreOrganrz
ation
Content Grammar Mechanics Vocab
I ABW 20 20 20 5 18 83
2 AR 10 15 l5 5 20 65
a
-f AP 10 15 20 5 20 70
4 AF 15 15 15 5 20 70
5 ATL 15 20 20 J 20 78
6 AIS 20 25 ?.0 5 l5 85
7 BMRA 10 20 15 5 l8 68
8 BRAP 20 25 20 5 2A 90
9 BRAP 20 20 20 5 20 85
10 DMK t0 20 15 5 18 68
11 DI 20 20 20 5 15 80
72 DP l5 20 20 5 20 80
t3 FAN 15 l5 15 5 15 65
L4 FA 15 25 20 5 15 80
l5 FM 15 20 15 5 20 75
16 FT 15 15 20 aJ 20 68
t7 FRF l5 20 20 5 18 78
18 FNN 15 20 15 5 15 70
19 GK 20 20 20 5 15 80
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20 HL 20 15 20 5 18 78
2t HRA 2A 25 20 5 15 85
22 KRP t0 15 20 5 15 65
23 MPA 15 20 20 2 18 75
24 MF 20 25 20 5 20 90
25 PB 15 20 20 2 t8 75
26 PDA t5 15 15 2 15 60
27 RM 20 25 20 5 l8 88
28 RDP 15 20 20 5 r8 78
29 RN 15 20 15 2 18 70
30 RF 20 20 20 5 15 80
31 RSP 20 20 20 5 15 80
32 RDL 15 l5 20 2 18 70
JJ RAS 15 25 20 5 15 80
34 SP l5 20 20 2 18 75
35 WL 15 25 20 5 15 80
36 RHCK t5 20 20 5 20 80
37 SS l5 20 15 5 15 70
38 SEY 15 20 20 5 20 80
39 SM 15 20 15 5 15 70
40 SL 10 15 15 5 20 65
4l TPK 15 20 20 5 l8 18
42 TDA 15 15 15 2 18 65
t17
43 TAS 15 20 20 5 20 75
44 TR t5 20 20 5 20 80
45 TJN 15 15 15 5 l5 65
46 TK 15 15 15 2 18
47 TH 15 20 15 5 18 73
48 TS 15 20 15 5 18 73
49 TW l5 15 15 2 18 65
50 UAA t5 t5 15 5 15 65
51 ULW 15 20 20 5 20 80
52 UN 15 20 20 5 20 80
53 VDJ 15 20 t5 2 20 77
54 VL 15 20 20 5 20 80
55 WDB t5 20 15 2 18 70
56 WNF 15 20 20 5 18 78
57 WP 15 20 20 5 18 78
58 WL 15 l5 15 5 18 68
59 WNP 15 15 15 5 18 68
60 WSM 15 20 15 5 15 70
61 WJ 20 20 15 2 18 65
62 wsw 15 20 20 5 18 78
63 WS 15 15 15 5 l8 68
64 YS 15 20 20 5 15 75
65 YN 15 20 20 5 18 78
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66 YE 15 15 l5 5 20 7A
67 YT t5 l5 15 2 18 6s
68 YTI 15 15 t5 5 18 68
69 YE 15 2A 20 5 18 78
7A YK 15 25 20 5 2A 85
7l YM 15 20 20 5 18 78
72 YA l5 20 l5 2 18 70
73 YI 2A 20 15 5 20 80
74 ZA t5 20 15 5 15 70
75 SNK 15 2A l5 5 15 7A
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Appendix 14
The Students Writing Ability Score (Final)
No Name of Students Interrater
1
lnterrater
2
Total
Score
1 ABW 83 80 81.5
2 AR 65 60 62.5
tJ AP 7A 65 67.5
4 AF 70 65 67.5
5 ATL 78 75 76.5
6 AIS 85 85 85
7 BMRA 58 65 56.5
8 BRAP 90 90 90
I BRAP 85 80 82.5
10 DMK 68 65 66.5
11 DI 80 80 80
t2 DP 80 75 77.5
13 FAN 65 60 62.5
t4 FA 80 80 80
l5 FM 75 70 72.5
t6 FT 68 60 64
t7 FRF 78 75 76.5
18 FNN 70 65 67.5
r9 GK 80 80 80
20 HL 78 75 76.5
t20
2l HRA 85 80 9_.5
22 KRP 65 60 62.s
23 MPA 75 75 75
24 MF 90 90 90
25 PB 75 75 75
26 PDA 60 55 57.5
27 RM 88 85 86.s
28 RDP 78 l5 76.5
29 RN 70 70 70
30 RF 80 80 80
31 RSP 80 80 80
32 RDL 70 65 67.5
JJ RAS 80 80 80
34 SP 75 75 75
35 WL 80 80 80
36 RHCK 80 80 80
37 SS 10 7A 70
38 SEY 80 80 80
39 SM 70 70 70
40 SL 65 60 62.5
41 TPK 78 75 76.5
42 TDA 6s 60 62.5
43 TAS 75 75 75
121
44 TR 80 80 80
45 TJN 65 60 62.5
46 TK 65 60 62.5
41 TH IJ 70 7t.5
48 TS t3 70 7L.5
49 TW 65 60 62.5
50 UAA 65 60 62.5
51 ULW 80 80 80
52 UN 80 80 80
53 VDJ 77 70 73.5
54 VL 80 80 80
55 WDB 70 65 67.5
56 WNF 78 75 76.5
)t WP 78 75 76.5
58 WL 68 65 65.5
59 WNP 68 65 66.s
60 WSM 70 70 70
61 WJ 65 60 62.5
62 wsw 78 75 76.5
63 WS 68 65 66.5
64 YS 75 15 75
65 YN 18 75 76.5
66 YE 70 65 67.5
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Appendix 15
THE FINAL SCORES OF THE STUDENTS'
MASTERY OF COHESTVE DEVICE AND WRITING ABILITY
No Name of Respondent Score
Cohesive Device
Mastery
Writing Ability
1 ABW 73 81.s
2 AR 73 73
J AP tv 75
4 AF 80 80
5 ATL 80 85
6 AIS 73 85
7 BMRA 90 90
8 BRAP 90 90
9 BRAP 90 90
10 DMK 66 66.5
11 DI 70 80
t2 DP 76 77.5
13 FAN 80 85
l4 FA 80 80
15 FM 85 85
t6 FT 80 85
t7 FRF 83 85
18 FNN 80 85
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19 GK 76 80
20 HL 73 76.5
2l HRA 80 82.s
22 KRP 70 75
23 MPA 83 85
24 MF 76 90
25 PB 73 75
aeLW PDA 55 60
27 RM 80 86.s
28 RDP 80 85
29 RN 76 78
30 RF 80 80
31 RSP 80 80
32 RDL 80 80
JJ RAS 76 80
34 SP 70 75
35 WL 73 80
36 RHCK 76 80
37 SS 70 10
38 SEY 76 80
39 SM 70 70
40 SL 60 62.5
4t TPK t3 76.5
tzs
42 TDA 63 62.5
43 TAS 70 75
44 TR 76 80
45 TJN 60 62.5
46 TK 60 62.5
47 TH 70 11.5
48 TS 70 71.5
49 TW 60 62.5
50 UAA 60 62.5
51 ULW 73 80
52 UN 76 80
53 VDJ 73 73.5
54 VL 80 80
55 WDB 63 67.5
56 WNF 76 76.5
57 WP 73 76.s
58 WL 63 66.5
59 WNP 60 66.s
60 WSM 70 l0
6t WJ 63 62.5
62 wsw 13 76.5
63 WS 63 66.s
64 YS 73 75
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65 YN 7A 75.5
66 YE 63 6t7.5
67 YT 60 62.s
68 YTI 66 66.5
69 YE 73 76.5
7A YK 80 85
71 YM 73 76.s
72 YA 66 67.5
73 YI 76 77.5
74 ZA 63 67.5
75 SNK 1A 70
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Appendix 16
THE REST]LT OF THE VALIDITY TEST
Case Processing Summary
N %
lases Valid
Excluded"
Total
85
0
85
1 00.c
.C
00.c1
a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the
procedure.
Reliability Statistics
Cronbach's
Alpha N of ltems
.958 40
Item-Total Statistics
Scale Mean if
Item Deleted
Scale Variance if
Item Deleted
Corrected
Item-Total
Correlation
Cronbach's
Alpha if ltem
Deleted
TEMOl
TEMO2
TEMO3
TEMO4
TEMOs
TEMO6
TEMOT
TEMOS
ITEMO9
ITEMlO
ITEM11
22.52
22.93
22.76
23.39
22.94
22.84
22.93
22.94
22.94
22.93
22.9a
135.396
127.662
137.730
136.574
125.985
130.734
126.685
125.985
125.985
126.138
126.283
.033
.675
-.235
-.157
.827
.419
.765
.827
.827
.816
.797
.958
.956
.961
.959
.955
.957
.955
.955
.955
.955
.955
22.84 1 30. .41 .95
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TEM,I3
5
22.
22.
22.
22.91
22.
22.
22.
22.
22.
22.
22.91
22.8
22.
22.
134.831
131
I
125.
131
136.
127.
1
125.
12
1
1
16
17
TEM18
M19
ITEM2O
3
TEM34
7
TEM38
22
22
22.84
22
22.94
126.
126.
135.211
1
125.98
133.551
127.
130.734
126.82
125.
.346
-.094
67
.797
.807
.827
.154
.675
.419
.752
.827
1
TEM22
TEM23
TEM24
TEM25
M27
M28
M29
M30
1
2 126.1
22.91
22.91
125.
1
123.
22.
22.
22.
22.
22.
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Appendix 17
TIIE RESULT OF THE DESCRIPTION OF TIIE DATA
t.957
i3.313
..232
.277
-820
.548
Misslng
Mean
Std. Error of Mean
Median
Mode
Std- Deviatbn
Variance
Skewness
Std. Error d Skewness
Kurtosis
Std. Error of Kurtosis
Range
Minimum
Maximum
Sum
25
50
75
a. Multiple modes exisi. The smallest value is shown
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Frequency Table
Writing
Cohesivedevice
FreguencY
1
Percent
I Cumulative
I
Valid Percent I Percent
Valid
I
55 1.3 1.3 1-3
60 7 9.3 9.3 10.7
63 7 9.3 9.3 20-0
66 3 4.4 4.0 24.O
70 12 16.0 16.0 40.0
73 14 18.7 18.7 58.7
76 11 14.7 14.7 73.3
80 14 18.7 14.7 92.0
83 2 2.7 2.7 94.7
85 1 1.3 1_3 s6.0
90 3 4.O 4.0 100.0
Total 75 100.0 100.0
Frequency Percent Valid Percent
Cumulative
Percent
Valid 60
63
67
68
70
72
73
74
1
8
5
4
4
2
1
1
1.3
14.7
6.7
5.3
5.3
2.7
1.3
1.3
1.3
1A.7
6.7
5.3
5.3
2.7
1.3
1.3
1.3
12.O
18.7
24.O
29.3
32.O
33.3
34.7
131
75 6 8.0 8.0 42.7
77
78
78
80
82
83
85
87
90
Total
;l
15 
Ii1
[,
ll
14.7
2.7
1.3
2A.A
1.3
1-3
I ra.a[ ,.
II u.
L*o
1A.7
2.7
1.3
2A.O
1.3
1-3
13.3
1.3
5,3
100.0
53-3
56.0
57.3
77.3
78.7
80-0
93.3
94.7
100,0
Histogram
Cohesivedevice
ir'lesn =72.71Std. Dev. =7.755N:75
o
=or
=E{,
LIL
Cohesivedevice
132
Vl/riting
Meo =75-83$d. Dev. =7.95/
N =75
Writing
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Appendix 18
THE REST]LT OF NORMALITY TEST
One-Sample Kotmogorov€mirnov Test
a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from Cata.
Cohesive Device
Mastery Writing Ability
N
Normal Parameters""o Mean
Std. Deviation
Most Extreme Differences Absolute
Positive
Negative
.Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)
75
72.71
7.756
.124
.093
-.124
1.07(
.2Ai
75
75.83
7.957
.126
.093
'-ize
1.09t
.182
134
Appendix 19
RESULT OF LINEARITY
Case Processing
Cases
lncluded Excluded Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Writing Ability " Cohesive
Device Mastery
75 100.0% 0 .Oo/o 75 100.0%
ANOVA Table
Sum of Squares df
Writing Ability . Cohesive
Device Mastery
Between Groups (Combined)
Linearity
Deviation from Linearity
Within Groups
' Total
4165.186
4083.078
82.109
519.980
4685.'t67
10
1
I
64
74
ANOVA Table
Mean Square F
Writing Ability * Cohesive
Device Mastery
Between Groups (Combined)
Linearity
Deviation from Linearity
Within Groups
416.519
4083.078
9.123
8.125
5'1.266
502.552
1123
ANOVA Table
Sis.
Writing Ability - Cohesive
Device Mastery
Between Groups (Combined)
Linearity
Deviation from Linearity
.000
.000
.360
.t l3s
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Appendix 20
TIIE RESI]LT OF THE SIGNIFICAIICE TEST
Coefficients"
lVodel
Unstandardized Coefficients
Standardized
Coefficients
B Std. Error Beta t sig.
1 (Constant)
Cohesivedevice
6.201
.95t
3.147
.043 .934
1. 970
22.250
.05i
.00(
a. Eependent Variable: Writing
Residuals Statisticsa
Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation N
Predicted Value
Std. Predicted Value
Standard Error of Predicted
Value
Adjusted Predicted Value
Residual
Std. Residual
Stud. Residual
Deleted Residual
Stud. Deleted Residual
Mahal. Distance
Cook's Distance
Centered Leverage Value
58.88
-2.283
.332.
58.77
-4.037
-1.406
-1.431
-4.181
-1.441
.001
.00c
.00c
92.40
2.234
.83't
92.61
11.013
3.835
3.865
1 1.189
4.304
5.212
.120
.070
75.83
000
.450
75.85
.000
.000
-.002
-.012
.008
.987
.011
.013
7.428
1.000
.132
7.413
2.852
.993
1.004
2.915
1.040
1.282
.017
.017
75
75
75
7a
7a
7a
7l
7t
7!
7!
7!
7!
a. Dependent Variable: Writing
t37
Appendix 21
The AssessmontRubric sf the Test
There are two ways to give scores in this research, those are:
1. Objective Test
In objective test, the forrnula to gst the score like as follows:
Score : TheTotolTrue Answer x10
Essay Test
To get the score in writing ability, the researcher using the point value in
analytic score.
a. Organization
b. Content
c. Grammar
d. Mechanics
e. Vocabulary
Total Score
2A
30
25
5
20
100
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